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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Our READERS will be glad to learn that our recent observa- 
tions on the necessity for a legislative e extending the 
provision of section 62 of the Stamp Act, 1891, toa deed for 
effectuating the retirement of a trustee have already borne fruit. 
Sir H. Fowrer on Wednesday evening procured the insertion in 
the Finance Bill, 1902, of the following clause: “ The provision 
of section 62 of the Stamp Act, 1891, limiting to 10s. the duty 
on conveyances or transfers made for effectuating the appoint- 
ment of a new trustee, shall apply to any deed for effectuating 
the retirement of a trustee under section 11 of the Trustee Act, 
1893, although no new trustee is appointed.” 


THIs CLAUSE, it seems to us, will remove the grievance—at 
all events as regards the future. Mr. Hzrserr Roserrson, M.P., 
who has been most active in the matter, had a clause on the 
paper to the following effect, intended to cover all past, as well 
= future, ee. “A conveyance or transfer made for 

© purpose of vesting trust property in continuing trustees, on 
gd i i , shall not be charged with any higher 
duty than 10s. ; and such a conveyance or transfer made before 
the passing of this Act shall be deemed not to have been charge- 
able with any higher duty than 10s.” Sir Micnazt Hicxs- 
Bzacu, however, would not hear of retrospective legislation, 
and preferred to accept Sir H. Fow.zr’s clause. 





Durine the hearing of a patent action before Kexewicn, J., 
this week, in the course of which a imi discussion took 
place between counsel as to the particulars of breaches, his lordship 
observed that he had often his view in chambers, if 
not in open court, that in all patent actions the procedure which 
was adopted in the Scotch courts ought to be adopted here— 
namely, that all issues of fact and law om | in the action 
ought to be agreed upon and definitely by the parties 

ore the case comes into court, so that the judge can at once:see 
what the issues are. His lordship o that until this 
practice is generally ~~ much time and trouble must 
necessarily be wasted, these actions cannot be tried within 
a reasonable time, and he expressed a hope that in future all 
persons concerned in such actions would see that this procedure 
was adopted. 
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Tux Decision of the Court of Appeal in Mclver § Co. (Limited) 
v. The Tate Steamers (Limited) (reported elsewhere) shews that 
the new rules as to taxation of costs may have an important 
effect in overriding the item charges specified in Appendix N. 
to the R. 8.0. The Court of Appeal held that a taxing-master 
had a discretion to allow a charge of £12 12s. for the attend- 
ance of a country solicitor at the examination before trial of a 
witness in London, although in Appendix N. item No. 147 gives 
£2 2s. as the maximum allowance for the attendance of a 
solicitor in such a case. Rule 10 of the new rules directs the 
taxing-master to allow “all such costs, charges, and expenses as 
shall appear to him to have been necessary or proper for the 
attainment of justice or for defending the rights of any party.” 
The Court of Appeal seem to have considered that according 
to the old rule (ord. 65, r. 27 (29)) a charge in excess 
of the item in Appendix N. could not have been allowed, 
and it is not, perhaps, altogether apparent how the new rule 
has made any difference in this respect. 1t follows, however, 
from the judgment of the court that it has in fact conferred a 
wide discretion on the master, and that if, in his opinion, costs 
have been incurred which were necessary or proper for the 
attainment of justice, he is not restricted to the scale of 
Appendix N., but may allow such amount as he thinks proper. 





Ir 1s a matter for congratulation that the Court of Appeal in 
Wightwick v. Pope and Others (ante, p. 550) have at last, after 
consultations between the Lords Justices in both divisions, 
decided to put an end to the anomalous rule of practice by 
which security for costs was only given when the motion was an 
appeal motion, and not witen it was a motion for a new trial. 

e court had had the anomalous character of this rule forced 
upon it frequently of late,.and only at the end of last sittings in an 
unreported case of Wickham v. Chester the court, presided over by 
Vavenan Wixams, L.J., refused to disturb the practice, anoma- 
lous as it was, in the face of the considered decision of the court in 
Heckscher v. Crossley (39 W. R. 211), in which the Court of 
Appeal expressly recognized the distinction between security for 
costs of an appeal and of a motion for new trial, and expressed 
its intention of following the settled practice of the Divisional 
Court, before whom such motions originally came. Attempts 
have been made from time to time to induce the Court of Appeal 
to upset the rule of Hechscher v. Crossley, but without avail. The 
court, however, in Harwood v. Abrahams (1901, 2 K. B. 304), 
recently recognized its anomalous character, and refused to 
extend it to an application for security for costs of an 
appeal under the Weduuate Compensation Act, 1897, on 
the ground that such an appeal was not strictly a motion for 
a new trial. In Wightwick vy. Pope the court definitely announced 
its intention of no longer acting on the rule laid down in 
Heckscher v. Crossley. It is rather remarkable that this decision 
should have been come to only so lately. The rule was merely 
a relic of the days before the Judicature Acts, when a judge at 
nisi prius had no power to enter judgment at the trial, and there 
had to be a separate motion for judgment, whereas now he can 
enter judgment at the trial, and has complete control of the 
action. In future, then, appeals, whether technically final 
appeals or motions for new trial, will, for the purposes of an 
application for seeurity for costs, be treated on the same footing. 





A cuRiovs question has, we understand, been recently brought 
before the Home Secretary with reference to the construction 
of section 5 of the Prevention of Crimes Act, 1871 (34 & 35 
Vict. c. 112). By this section, as amended by the Statute Law 
Revision (No. 2) Act, 1893, every holder of a licence a 
under the Penal Servitude Acts, who is at large in Great Britain, 
shall notify the place of his residence to the chief officer of the 
police of the district in which his residence is situated, and 
shall, whenever he changes such residence within the same 
police district, notify such change to the chief officer of police of 
that district. Section 8 requires a person subject to the super- 
vision of the police to notify his residence in the same manner as 
prescribed in section 5. A convict having been charged at quarter 
sessions with failing to notify his residence to the elles as 


had wandered about in the open air, sleeping at one time in, 
shed in a field, at another time on a bench, and at another jy 
a recess ina public street. The justices held that these fay 
did not excuse him from notifying his residence to the policg, 
and sentenced him to a year’s imprisonment with hard labow, 
Many persons will consider this case unsatisfactory, and thy 
punishment harsh and excessive. If, however, it isn « 
that discharged prisoners should be placed under restriction, 
these restrictions are just as important in the case where thy 
person is homeless as in that where he has a house or fix 
place of residence (see judgment of Cocxsurn, O.J., in Reg, », 
St. Leonard, Shoreditch, L, R. 1Q. B. 21). The supervision of 
discharged prisoners may in some cases be carried too far, bu 
it would be highly mischievous to interpret the Act in suchy 
manner as to afford any support to habitual vagrancy. 





WE HAVE in these columns commented before now on the mi, 
chievous nature of the offence of giving and using false characten 
of servants. It is, unfortunately, beyond doubt that it is by m 
means an uncommon thing for persons to give a disch 
servant a character which is far from the truth. This is 
probably often done out of mere weak good-nature to avoid 
injuring the servant by depriving him of the means of earning 
his living; but the effect on others is often very serious, and it 
will be for the good of society if employers come to recogni 
the fact that they may bring themselves within the criminal lay 
by giving false characters. It is a far more common offence, 
however, for servants to obtain situations by forged characters, 
or by characters written for them by some friend, who 
fraudulently assumes the position of a former employer, 
Up to now the law on the subject has been contained in the 
Servants’ Characters Act, 1792, and convictions under that 
Act are not infrequent. But the penalty provided by the 
Act of Geo. 3 is inadequate, as it does not provide for s 
sentence of imprisonment, but only for a maximum fine of 
£20. The Act, too, is rather long and verbose, considering its 
limited scope, and is defective in detail, especially in providing 
that, in some cases, an offence is committed only where a repre- 
sentation is made in writing. A Bill has recently been intro- 
duced in the House of Commons by two well-known members of 
the legal profession which is aimed at remedying some of the 
defects of the old Act, which it proposes to repeal. By this Bill, 
which is intended to become the Servants’ Characters Act, 1902, 
the provisions of the old Act are re-enacted in a simpler 
more convenient form, and many of the defects are removed, 
including the necessity of proving that certain representations 
were made in writing. The most important change, however, is 
in the amount of punishment. It is now proposed to make 
these offences indictable, and to raise the maximum punishment 
to twelve months’ hard labour, or a fine, in case of conviction on 
indictment ; and on summary conviction to four months’ hard 
labour and twenty pounds for a first conviction, and six months 
and fifty pounds for a second or subsequent conviction. 





Szcrion 38 of the Companies Act, 1867, which in its day was 
the subject of so much criticism, has been repealed by the 
Companies Act, 1900, and the decision upon it given by the 
Court of Appeal this week in Cackett v. Keswick (Times, 12th 
inst.) is to a certain extent an echo of ancient controversies. 
A prospectus issued on the formation of a company in 1899 
stated that part of the capital had been guaranteed by the 
directors and other underwriters who were to receive @ com- 
mission, and in giving a list of contracts it disclosed the fact that 
property was being re-sold to the company ata profit; but among 
the contracts there was no mention of a letter to a firm of which A. 
was a member, under which the firm were to underwrite 10,000 
shares and receive 12,000 vendors’ shares as commission, 
were to be the commercial agents of the company; and under 
which, moreover, A. was to be chairman of the company. 
forms of application for shares contained the usual waiver clause. 
A shareholder who had subscribed for his shares on the faith of the 
prospectus claimed that the omission to mention the letter was 4 
non-compliance with section 38 by reason of which the prospectus 
was to & “deemed fraudulent” on the part of A. and the pro 





required by the Act, it appeared that since his discharge from 
prison he had had no fixed habitation, but, being destitute, 





moters, and that under the circumstances he was not bound by the 
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waiver clause. In this claim he has been supported both by 
Farwett, J. (50 W. R. 10), and the Court of Appeal. Adopting 
the restriction put upon the wide language of section 38 by 


Tarsicer, LJ., in Sullivan v. Mitcalfe (5 C. P. D. 461), 
Yavonan Wittiams, LJ., held that it applied only to 
contracts which it was material for an intending investor to 
know, but he had no doubt that this was such a contract, 
having regard to the large commission which was being paid to 
A’s firm. And with regard to the “‘ waiver clause,” although 
he agreed with the opinion expressed by Linprzy, M.R., 
in Greenwood v. Leathershod Wheel Co. (44 Soxicrrors’ 
Journat, 156; 1900, 1 Ch. 421), that it was not necessarily 
inoperative, yet there had not been sufficient disclosure in the 

ent case to entitle the defendants to rely uponit. Under 
the Companies Act, 1900, waiver clauses are expressly excluded, 
so that this question is not likely often to recur; but section 10, 
by requiring disclosure of every ‘material contract,” 

etuates the construction given to the repealed section, and. 
the decision, in this aspect, may be useful in future cases. 





A sticut difference in a man’s intention may make a great 
difference in his actions. This becomes very apparent when his 
intentions have to be carried out by a deed. As an example, 
suppose that a man on his marriage intends to settle £10,000 to 
be invested on mortgage. Two cases may occur—first, he may 
be the owner of a mortgage for that amount, in which case he 
will transfer it, immediately before the marriage, to the trustees 
of his marriage settlement; or secondly, he may pay the 
£10,000 to the trustees with the intention that they shall 
invest it on mortgage immediately after the marriage. In 
the first case, when tie mortgage is transferred to the trustees, 
the consideration for the transfer is the intended marriage, the 
transfer itself is in the usual form, except that it contains a declara- 
tion that the mortgage debt is to be held for the settlor until the 
marriage and afterwards upon the trusts declared by the marriage 
settlement, and a power to appoint new trustees. It may be 
asked, Why is the transfer not inserted in the settlement itself? 
The answer is, that, if it was so inserted, the settlement would 
become one of the title-deeds of the mortgagor on the 
mortgage debt being paid off, which would be most in- 
convenient. It may perhaps be argued that, as the reference 
to the settlement in the transfer gives express notice of the 
trusts of the settlement to all persons claiming under the 
transfer, it will be necessary for the mortgagor, on redemption, 
or for an intending transferee of the mortgage, to inspect 
the settlement, so as to see that the trusts thereof do not 
prevent the trustees from reconveying; but that is not the 
case, as the provisions of the Trustee Act, 1895, s. 20 (10), 
enable the trustees to give a good receipt for the mortgage moneys, 
and upon these moneys being paid on their receipt, they become 
trustees of the land for, and therefore are bound to reconvey 
it to, the mortgagor. The reason for inserting a power 
to appoint new trustees is to enable a chain of persons to be kept 
up who can give receipts for the mortgage money without 
having recourse to the power in the settlement. On the other 
hand, if the £10,000 is advanced by the trustees after the 
marriage, the case is different. Whether the advance is made 
on an original mortgage or on a transfer of an existing mort- 
gage, the consideration is the payment of the £10,000, and the 
form of the deed is the same as if the advance was made by the 
trustees out of their own moneys belonging to them on a joint 
account. It may be asked why, in this case, we do not shew 
that the money advanced is trust money. The answer is two-fold— 
in the first place, it is unnecessary to make any such declaration 
as between the trustees and the cestwis que trust, as the settle- 
ment itself contains the necessary declaration; and, in the 
second place, it appears improper to give unnecessary informa- 
tion to the mortgagor; though probably, if he were informed 
that the moneys were trust moneys, no great harm would 
happen, as he would not be bound to inquire whether the 
advance was authorized by the trust (Mansfield v. Childerhouse, 
4 Ch. D, 82), and he could safely repay the mortgage money to 
the trustees even if it had been advanced in breach of trust, and 
on the money being repaid, they would, for the reasons stated 
in the former case, be bound to reconvey the land to him. 


RELEASES AND WITHDRAWALS AS PART OF A 
SCHEME OF ARRANGEMENT WITH CREDITORS, 


IL 


Quickty following Re EZ. A. B. (50 W. R. 229), there has come 
the case of Re Baines, 2 careful consideration of which shews 
that the decision in Re Z. A. B. is likely in practice to produce 
some undesirable results, and can only be made workable on 
one point by being interpreted subject to some more or less 
arbitrary limitations. 

In Re Baines, a debtor against whom a receiving order had 
been made submitted a scheme for the approval of his creditors 
based upon the absolute withdrawal, either immediate or in 
escrow, conditional on the sanction of the court, of the debts of a 
large number of his creditors, and the payment of the statutory 
composition of 7s, 6d. in the £ on the remainder. At a meeting 
of the creditors, convened to consider the scheme, at which a 
number of the creditors who had withdrawn their claims were 
present and voted, a resolution was passed by the statutory 
majority—that is, a majority in number and three-fourths in 
value of the creditors present—in favour of the scheme. 
After the scheme had been so passed, the debtor continued 
to negotiate and obtain withdrawals, either absolute or 
in escrow, from other creditors. In no case, however, 
as it appeared, did any creditor obtain more than 
the 7s. 6d. in the £ proposed by the scheme, and in some 
instances they took less. Atlength when the official receiver 
took steps to bring the matter before the court for its sanction, 
there were only a comparatively small number of creditors who 
had not been settled with. The debtor thereupon insisted that 
it was only necessary for him to provide the security for 
7s. 6d. in the £ on the remaining claims, and relied on the 
decision of the Court of Appeal in Re F. A. B., that “ provable 
debts” meant provable at the time when the scheme came 
before the court for its approval. The official receiver, how- 
ever, and he was supported in his contention by the Board of 
Trade, insisted that, in the circumstances, reasonable security 
ought to be provided on all the unsecured debts included in the 
scheme at the time when it was put before the creditors for 
their approval. Now, an analysis of the voting at the 
creditors’ meeting shewed that, if those creditors who had 
withdrawn their claims, absolutely and in escrow, had not 
voted, the resolution to accept the scheme would not 
have been carried by the requisite majority; in other words, 
the votes of creditors who had, in view of their withdrawal, no 
interest in the scheme had carried the scheme against the 
wishes of those creditors whom the scheme would a 
affect. A still stronger objection raised by the official receiver 
was that the arrangement amounted to a scheme within a 
scheme; that the statutory scheme was merely a cloak for the 
scheme of arrangement which was being carried out by the 
debtor himself. The scheme having been approved by the 
county court registrar, came on appeal before the Divisional 
Court, who reversed his decision. The court, however, declined 
to hold, in the face of Re EF. A. B., that the scheme did 
not provide reasonable security, although Waicut, J., clearly 
intimated that, but for the very precise | age of VavcHaN 
Wiuams, LJ. he should have held that provable 
debts meant debts provable, not as was held in Re Z. A. B,, 
at the time when the scheme came before the court for 
its sanction, but at the time when the scheme was put before 
the creditors for approval. 

But, while refusing to upset the scheme on that ground, the 
court held that it was vitiated by the fact that the withdrawing 
creditors had voted at the meeting of creditors summoned to 
approve the scheme, and that, if they had not so voted, there 
would have been no requisite statutory majority in favour of it. 
It is clear on general principles that creditors who have released 
their debts, if only in escrow, and are, therefore, no longer 
creditors, cannot be allowed by their votes to force a scheme 
upon the creditors whom alone it will affect. They are, in fact, 
no longer creditors. The fact that some of the releases are in 
escrow cannot make any difference. Upon acceptance of the 
scheme by the creditors those releases me absolute, and 
those creditors are outside the scheme. This, indeed, cannot 








only not be questioned, but is, from the debtor’s point of view, 
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a necessary contention, since in providing the necessary security 
the releases in escrow are treated as equivalent to absolute 


releases, and the debts released left out of account. 


But though this alone was held fatal to the scheme, the court, 
and especially Wricut, J., expressed a strong opinion also that 
the scheme was bad on the broad ground that it was nota 
genuine statutory arrangement, since side by side with the 
statutory scheme the debtor was running a scheme of his own 
for which he merely made use of the statutory scheme as a 
stalking horse. Unfortunately the decision in Re £. A. B., fixing 
the date of the application for the sanction of the court as the 
time when “provable debts” are to be ascertained, greatly tends 
to encourage and facilitate such a running of a scheme within a 
scheme by the debtor, with the consequence, as it seems, that the 
main object with which the Legislature imposed the penal pro- 
vision as to payment of 7s. 6d. in the £ in certain cases can be 
altogether evaded. What the debtor did in Re Baines was to 
get a certain number of withdrawals and get his scheme 
approved by the creditors; then he put off bringing the matter 
before the court as long as possible, and meanwhile got further 
withdrawals and releases; and finally he paid to the official 
receiver 7s. 6d. in the £ as security for the few remain- 
ing debts at the date when, on the official receiver’s 
application, the matter came before the court. Now, taking it 
as decided that withdrawals and releases, whether absolute or 
in escrow, are admissible, there seems no reason why, on the 
construction put upon “‘ provable debts’ in Re Z. A, B., adebtor 
or his friends should not by negotiation with his creditors 
obtain the release or withdrawal of practically all the 
claims against him, only leaving a few creditors for merely 
nominal amounts, on whose debts the 7s. 6d. could be easily 

rovided, to form a meeting to approve the scheme, and keep 
in operation the statutory machinery. In this way a debtor, 
whose liabilities at the date of the receiving order were so heavy 
that he could not possibly find the necessary security on his 
debts provable at that date, may so manage matters that, at 
the time when the scheme comes before the court for approval, 
his liabilities shall have sarunk almost to the vanishing point, 
and the statutory provision as to 7s. 6d. be rendered entirely 
illusory. 

Moreover, it is to be observed that the court has not yet 
clearly laid down a subsidiary principle which, it is submitted, 
can alone obviate the abuses which may thus creep in—namely, 
that in every case where withdrawals and releases form part of 
a scheme, the onus shall be upon the debtor to shew that such 
withdrawal and release is bond fide, and not obtained by means 
which prejudice the other creditors. In practice, certainly, the 
court hitherto has merely required to be satisfied that the claim 
has in fact been withdrawn or released, and there is good 
reason to suppose that in some cases such withdrawals have 
only been colourable, or induced by promises on the debtor’s 
part of other consideration. It is often impossible for the 
creditors or the official receiver to know the real circumstances 
attending such withdrawals, and it is submitted that they should 
be ——- round with some safeguards. The creditors, if not 
satisfied, can, it is true, always protect themselves by refusing 
the scheme. But creditors, as has been more than once pointed 
out by the court, often need protection against their own folly 
or carelessness: Re Wallace (2 Morrell 167), Re Rogers (83 W. R. 
pe Moreovey, the official receiver, as the officer of the court, 
ought to be placed in a position to enable him to put the court in 
possession of all the fects, so that the court may judge whether 
on grounds of public policy the scheme should be approved. 
Briefly, then, to sum up the present state of the law with 
regard to withdrawals and releases, it is found (1) that 
withdrawals are permissible, apparently, and certainly 
logically, to any amount; (2) that such withdrawals 
may be induced by a consideration greater than that provided 
by the scheme, provided the consideration comes from some third 
party and not directly or indirectly from the debtor; (3) that 
such withdrawals and releases are absolute, or in escrow, so 
as to become absolute upon the approval of the scheme by 
creditors ; (4) that the reasonable security to be found upon 
provable debts is upon the debts at the date when the scheme 
comes before the court for its sanction, and that all debts 


as it is submitted, that any arrangement by which a creditor jg 
induced to withdraw is good, provided only that it is absolutely 
revealed to the creditors who are asked to adopt the scheme, 


and to the court. On the other hand, the limitations upon such 
releases and withdrawals are shortly, (1) that the arrangement 
by which they are induced must not be such that there is any 
danger of the court holding that, in consequence of it, the terms 
of the proposal are not reasonable and calculated to benefit the 
general body of creditors (see section 3, sub-section 8, of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1890); (2) that such releases must be abso. 
lute and entirely bond fide; (3) that the withdrawing creditor 
must not vote at the meeting at which the scheme comes up for 
approval ; and (4) that the arrangement for withdrawals must 
not amount to a separate scheme, so as to render the statutory 
scheme practically a nullity. 

It may be said, and with some reason, that the state of the 
law is neither very clear nor very satisfactory, and that no clear 
line is drawn. The answer is that the line between a scheme 
which is an honest scheme, and one which is evasive and illusory, 
is often a very fineone. Each scheme must be considered on its 
own merits, and, so long as there is complete disclosure to the 
creditors and the court, there is no reason to anticipate that the 
court will refuse its sanction. 








THE LATE MR. JOSEPH BROWN, K.C., C.B. 


Mr. JosEPpH Brown, K.C, C.B., whose desth took place at his 
residence, 54, Avenue-road, Regent’s Park, on the 9th inst., in his 
ninety-fourth year, was in age almost, if not quite, the oldest 
member of the bar, his only seniors in the rank of King’s Counsel 
being Lord GrimTHorRPE and Lord HosHovusz. From the length of 
Mr. Brown’s professional career, and from his unusual attainments, 
some account of bis life is worthy of record. 

He was born on the 4th ef April, 1809, at Walworth, but after- 
wards, for some years, lived in Lawrence Pountney-lane, in the City, 
where his father had, as was common at that period, a house partly 
used for his business of a wine merchant and partly as a residence, 
Duriog Mr. Brown’s childhood his nurse would take him as a treat 
to old London Bridge to watch the great water wheels which 
supplied the City with water, and the boats shooting the rapids 
caused by the falling tide, a work of some skill, and at times even 
of danger. The name of Buonaparte, or ‘‘ Old Boney,” was used by 
the servants to frighten him into good behaviour, as that of some 
bogey or monster; and he had always a vivid recollection of the 
reception of the news of the Battle of Waterloo, and the sub:equent 
rejoicings. His father afterwards removed to Camberwell, then quite 
a rural suburb, where the family resided until his sudden death in the 
year 1831, at the age of fifty-one years, an event which deeply affected 
his son, who was much attached to him. 

Mr. Brown spent some of his early years at a school kept by an 
uncle, the Rev. JoHN WHITRIDGE, at Carlisle, and was wont in after 
years to relate his painful experiences of the harsh system then in 
vogue, and the sufferings which he underwent in his long coach ride 
to the north, when he was only seven years old. He was after- 
wards educated at the Grammar School, which was first established 
at Camberwell, but subsequently removed to Wimbledon, the Rev. Mr. 
FENNELL being the master. From his childhood he was an omnivorous 
reader and student, and in his later school years, by leave of his master, 
delivered lectures to his schoolfellows on astronomy and other subjects. 
The lectures on astronomy came, however, to an end when it was 
discsvered that he had dug large holes in the playground, and 
executed other works, in order to display on au extensive scale & 
representation of the solar system. 

At sixteen years of age he was accustomed to send contributions to 
the Mechanica’ Magazine, with original designs and sketches. Indeed, 
from his proficiency in mechanical studies, the question of his 
becoming an engineer was at one time the subject of consideration. 
On leaving school at the »ge of eighteen Mr. Brown entered the 
office of Messrs. ARMSTRONG & Co., a firm of West India merchants, 
with whom he remained two years, at the end of which time his 
father placed him with a cousin, Mr. Perzr TuryzR, who then had 4 
considerable practice as a solicitor in the city, and who thought the 
boy would muke a good lawyer. I: was not, however, contemplated 
that he should become a solicitor, it being thought from the nature 
of his abilities that he was better qualified fur the bar. 

In November, 1831, Mr. BRown became a pupi', first of Mr. (after- 
wards Baron) WATSON, then well known as a pieader, and subse- 
quently of Sir Joun Baitzy. On leaving the chambers of the latter 
he was admitted as a pleader under the bar, on the Ist of January, 
1834, and in this capacity practised for several years, not being 
called to the bar until late in the year 1815, In 1865 he took silk, 





, Teleased prior to that date must therefore be deducted ; and (5), 


and in the same year became a member of the bench of the Middle 
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more than a year he feared he must give up work, even if his life 


Temple. He was treasurer in 1878-9, and was at the date of his 
death by many years the oldest member of the bench, his Majesty 
the King, Lord RoBERTSON, Lord Youna, and Lord Brampton, being 
his only seniors. — ‘ : 

During the period of his practice as a pleader, though much 
occupied with legal studies, Mr. Brown, without the aid of a master, 
studied the theory and practice of music, acquiring considerable pro- 
ficiency a8 @ performer on the piano, especially in the rendering of 
sacred music and old English ballads, which he played with much 

wer and deep feeling. He also possessed in his prime a baritone 
yoice of considerable range and power. 

From his youth he evinced great natural ability for the game of 
chess, in which, particularly in the devising and solution of intricate 
problems, he became very proficient, As a player he attained a 

almost in the front rank, and for some years met many of the 

st players on nearly even terms, most frequently the late Mr. 

§rauNTON, who was accustomed to seek his assistance in the solution 
of problems which he himseif had failed to master. 

In addition to acquiring a considerable knowledge of French, and 
some knowledge of German, Mr. Brown studied deeply and widely the 
subject of theology. He had been brought up in the strictest school 
of Methodist belief, but soon after attaining manhood was impelled 
by his irresistible desire to seek the truth to investigate the founda- 
tions of his early faith ; and he subsequently examined critically and 
closely all forms of religious belief both ancient and modern. 

Almost every hour he could spare from his work was during many 
years spent in the British Museum and other libraries, and it may 
truly be said that his thirst for knowledge of all kinds was insatiable. 
He was deeply versed in history, ancient and modern, and his 
knowledge of geographical, geological, and antiquarian subjects was 
extensive. He was a fellow of the weap Association, the 
Geological Society, the Numismatic Society, and the Society of Arts, 
and was a fellow and for several years one of the managers of the 
Royal Institution. He was also for many years treasurer of the 
Social Science Association, and took an active part in the work of 
that society in promoting amendments of the law, especially the law 
of evidence, in connection with whica he was a constant and earnest 
advocate of the removal of the personal disabilities of witnesses in 
civil.and criminal cases. 

He wrote several pamphlets which attracted considerable attention 
atthe time, in one of which, entitled ‘The Dark Side of Trial by 
Jury,” he exposed with much force and considerable humour, the 
defects, in many cases, of that mode of trial. 

For more than fifty years Mr. BRowN was politically a consistent 
supporter of the Liberal party, but in his later life, so great became 
his distrust of Mr, GLADSTONE personally, so deep his aversion to the 
courses which he adopted, and, in his judgment, so grave was the 
danger to the Empire of Mr, GLADSTONE remaining in power, that 
Mr, Brown, towards the end of his life, supported the Conservative 


At the bar Mr. Brown was distinguished for his great legal 
learning, his unwearied industry, and his sound judgment. During 
the earlier period of his career he scarcely ever left his chambers 
until nine or ten o’clock at night, and often much later; and whilst 
passing through a weary ordeal of waiting for work he laid the 
foundation, by hard and unremitting labour, of the knowledge of the 
law for which he was afterwards remarkable. 

He was the last survivor of the generation of lawyers trained in 
the ancient science of “ speci+l pleading,” which prevailed prior to 
the passing of the Common Law Procedure Act of 1852, In his 
early years the mis-spelling of a word, or the omission of some 
allegation in a pleading, often quite immaterial to the merits of the 
case, was fatal to the suitor, the court being unable to give relief by 
amendment or otherwise. In after life Mr. Brown used to refer to 
&casein which he drew a declaration in ejectment for the recovery 
of land, in which it was necessary to aver ssion by “ taking 
the esplees,”” To his horror he soon learned that a special demurrer 
had been delivered, and it was found that the attorney’s clerk had, 
mMcopying the pleading for delivery, substituted the word “ supplies,” 
thivking the strange word to be a clerical error. There could be no 
relief, and as the action had been commenced on the eve of the 
expiration of the limit of time allowed for proceeding, the claim was 
irretrievably gone. 

He was » member of the Home Circuit, and numbered amongst 
his friends the late Lord Justice LusH and Mr. Justice SHEE, both 
leaders on that circuit, and for both of whom he had a t; 
tdmiration and respect. Although, by reason of his calm philosophical 

wperament, he was never conspicuous as an advocate, his great 
mental power and learning eventually gained him a large general 
practice, and he took part in many important cases: as instances 
may be mentioned those arising out of the bankruptcy of the Royal 
Seitah Bank and the prosecution of its directors, the stoppage of the 

estern Bank of Scotland, and the Roupell forgeries. 

Probably Mr. Brown would have become a judge, but for the fact 

when approaching his sixtieth year his health failed, and for 





were spared. Happily his complaints, arising partly, it was thought, 
from his very abstemious habits, gradually disap » and his 
restored health enabled him for many years to enjoy the calm of 
retirement, and to gratify to the last his desire for knowledge, of 
which a remarkable illustration was his commencing, when approach- 
ing eighty years of age, the study of Greek (almost forgotten since 
bis school days), in order that he might fally appreciate the in- 
‘criptions on ancient Greek coins, oak also read in the origi 
a the Greek philosophers and dramatists. 
study with much diligence until he had attained his object, and had 
acquired considerable mastery over the language. 

In one capacity Mr. Brown rendered signal service to the pro- 
fession. In 1875 be became chairman of the Council of Law 
Reporting, the finances of which were then by no means in a 
flourishing condition. The production of the reports was also un- 
satisfactory, the monthly numbers appearing irregularly, and rarely, 
if ever, at the beginning of the month. He gave unremitting 
attention to the work of the council, and when he resigned office 
in the year 1893 (he being then in bis eighty-fifth year), the price 
of the reports, owing to his efforts, had been reduced to £4 4s. per 
annum, a large reserve fund had been created, and there had been 
given to the profession, at nominal prices, or without payment, costly 
Digests, Indexes to Acts of Parliament and Orders in Council, and 
other works; whilst the monthly volames appeared with unvaryin 
punctuality. The coming into operation of the Judicature Acts an 
the consequent changes in the courts also gave rise during Mr. 
Brown's tenure of office to changes in the arrangement and mode of 
citation of the —* 

Mr. Brown laboured unweariedly to produce the reports in the 
best manner, sparing no pains, and neglecting no detail. He would 
from time to time make many and careful inquiries as to the cost 
of psper, printing, binding, corrections and overtime, &c., and 
finding how greatly the cost of corrections affected the expense, he 
impressed upon the reporters the necessity of furnishing clear and 
accurate manuscripts, and he was in the habit of himself perusing the 
drafts and conferring with the reporters upon them. His 
methodical businesslike habite, and his knowledge of, and accuracy 
in, matters of account, were also of great service in regulating and 
checking expenditure. On his retirement from the office, and as some 
recognition of his services, her late Majesty made him a Companion 
of the Order of the Bath. 

In nothing was Mr. Brown more remarkable than in the 
universality and the readiness of his information. On an infinite 
variety of subjects he was almost always ready with the information 
required, and a reference to the authority, and almost to the page, to 
support his statements. He was gifted with a phenomenal memory, 
which he retained till nearly the end of his life, and rarely failed, 
when called upon by members of his family or friends, to 
illuminate even the most recondite subjects by producing a rich store 
of authority with lucid explanation and comment. 

Mr. Brown was married in the year 1840 to Mary, daughter of 
Mr, THoxas Suiru, of Winchcombe, in Gloucestershire, by whom he 
had three sons and two daughters, all of whom survive him. His wife, 
to whom he was deeply attached, died in the year 1891. 

Two of his sons are members of the legal ee. Mr. Haroip 
Brown, his eldest son, and his son-in-law, Mr. Jos—PH ADDISON, are 
the senior partners of the firm of LINKLATER & Co , into which their 
two eldest sons have recently been admitted. Mr. REGINALD Brown, 
K.C., the second son, is a member of the Middle Temple, and was 
recently appointed to be Judge of the County Court Circuit No. 9. 








The report of the Registrar of the Land Registry on the past three 
years 1899, 1900, and 1901, of the work of constructing a general register 
of title for the County of London has been issued as a Blue Book. In the 
course of the three years, according to the Zimes summary, 32,268 separate 
poopestina, of an a te value of £34,907,643, have been placed on the 
reg , and 21,875 transactions of sale, mortgage, inheritance, and 
otherwise, have also been recorded of these pro subsequently to 
their entry on the register, making a tota) of 54,143 applications dealt with. 
Ancillary to this 72,374 acres of closely covered areas have been re-surveyed 
by the department and laid down on the large scale Ordnance survey maps. 
Over 800 a and special surveys have been made for particular 
registrations. e cost of this work has been entirely defrayed out of the 
revenue produced by the fees taken under the Land Transfer Acts 
under the ad valorem scale devised in 1896 and scheduled to the Act of 
Parliament. The properties exhibit a very considerable variety 
of form and character, and altho the cases dealt with have been 
numerous—u: of 54,000 in num! and varied, only one ap to 
the court has made, and on it the registrar’s decision was a. 
The income from fees has been found sufficient to defray all the expenses o 
the department and to leave a considerable margin for the insurance fund 
established by the 1897 Act i cee a injured by possible 
official mistakes. The report es of the formation and 
duties of the staff, the form and contents of the the various steps 
in the process of entering land on the register, other matters. 
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REVIEWS. 
INLAND REVENUE CASES. 


SummMARY PRocEEDINGS IN INLAND REVENUE CASES IN ENGLAND 
AND WALES. INCLUDING APPEALS TO QUARTER SESSIONS AND 
BY SPECIAL CASE, AND PROCEEDINGS BY CoLLECTOR’s WARRANTS 
FoR RECOVERY OF Dvutres oF Excise AND TaxxEs. By 
NATHANIEL J. HicnMmoreE, Barrister-at-Law, Assistant Solicitor 
of Inland Revenue. Trp Eprrion. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


The object of this book, according to the author’s preface, is to 
bring into a concise and consecutive form the law relating to 
Inland Revenue offences, and summary proceedings for recovery oI 
penalties in respect of them. Seeing that the rey depends 
upon the combiced effect of the Excise Acts and of the Summary 
Jurisdiction Acts, it is convenient to have it dealt with in this 
manner, and the practitioner will find the book to be a useful guide 
in any Inland Revenue matters of the nature in question with 
which he is concerned. The chapters, for instance, on evidence and 
on appeals t> quarter sessions are good examples of clear and concise 
statement of the law. The utility of the book would be increased 
it the headings to the pages indicated the subject-matter of the 
chapters inst-ad of repeating the title of the book throughout. 
Thera is an appendix of forms, and the table of cases contains 
references to the various current reports, 





PRINCIPLES OF EQUITY. 


An ANALYSIS OF THE THIRTEENTH EDITION OF SNELL’S PRINCIPLES 
oF Equity, wirHh Notes THEREON. By E. E. Buytu, LL.D. 
(Lond.), Solicitor. SEVENTH Epition. Stevens & Haynes. 


This snalysis, the author states, is intended as a companion to 
Snell’s work, with which it should be read chapter by chapter, and he 
has, therefore, omitted to give references or details, save where these 
are necessary to supplement “‘Snell.”” From the number of editions 
which have appeared the work has evidently proved useful to 
stud+nts. Two slight errors occur in the names of cases on p. 97. 
Dingle v. Copper, for instance, should be Dingle v. Coppen, But it is 
more important to notice that the words ‘‘on the principle of these 
cases,” which commence the statement of the effect of the case 
referred to, are hardly justifiable. The case was not decided on the 
principle of Sutton v. Sutton (22 Ch. D. 511) and the other cases which 
have been previously referred to, but upon the principle that a mort- 
gagce in a redemption suit is not bringing any proceeding to recover 

is debt, and is therefore not subject to the bar of the Statute of 
Limitations. But, apart from this, we have found the book accurate 
and conveniently arranged, and it may be recommended for the use 
of students. 





THE DOTIES OF LIQUIDATORS. 


THE RIGHTS AND Duties or LiquimaTors, TRUSTEES, AND 
REecEIvers. ANALYTICALLY ARRANGED. SEVENTH EDITION. 
rs F. Dz L’Hostz Ranxine, M.A., LL.D. H. Foulks Lynch 


This work is a summary of the law relating to liquidators, trustees in 
bankru , and receivers, founded maivly on the statutes and rules. 
Occasi ly a statement is supported by mention of a case, but since 
the reference is frequently omitted, the book is not suitable for 
lawyers. We gather it is intended for accountants, to whom it 
may serve as a convenient guide to their duties. Clearness of 
yaa has been studied, aud a neat table is given of the points 
of di ce between the various modes of winding up.. The book is 
interleaved with blank pages and contains forms of accounts and 
other forms required in practice. 





BOOKS RECEIVED. 


The Law 4 one Relating to Tramways and Light Railways ; 
including the Tramways Act, 1870, the Light Railways Act, 1896, 
Rules and tions of the Board of Trade. With Notes, and a 
Fall Collection of Precedents. By Szwarp Brice, M.A., LL.D. 
Lond.), K.C. Second Edition. By the AuTHor and B. J. 

enson, M.A., LL.M. (Camb.), Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & 
Haynes. 


A Treatise on the Law of oe Considered as a Branch of 
the Law of Partnership. By the Right Honourable Lord Liyp.ezy, 
s Lord of Appesl in Ordinary. Sixth Edition. By the Hon. 
Water B. Linpizy, Barrister-at-Law. In Two Volumes. Sweet 
& Maxwell (Limited). 








The Law Courts and the various offices of the Supreme Court will be 
closed on Thursday, Friday, and Saturday, the 26th, 27th, and 28th inst., 
in connection with the Coronation. 
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CORRESPONDENCE. 
WITHDRAWAL OF OFFER. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. | 


Sir,—It is, I believe, the everyday practice in the city of Londy 
for a merchant who has an inquiry from a colonial customer for, ey, 
fifty tons of copper, to obtain from some manufacturer a quotation fy 
the supply of that quantity, and on the strength of, and based on, thy 
price named by the manufacturer to telegraph an absolute offer to hiy 
customer. 

I should be obliged if you or any of the readers of your jourm| 
would inform me or refer me to some authority on the subject 
whether the manufacturer's ordinary legal right to withdraw his 
offer at any time before acceptance is affected by the fact that th 
merchant has telegraphed abroad as before-mentioned. 


A. E. Wooxnoven, 
68A, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, June 11. 


[The manufacturer is not bound by any contract until an 
ance of his offer has been communicated to him (Brogden v. Meno. 
politan Railway Oo., 2 App. Cas., p. 692), and M’Iver v. Richardson 
(1 M. & G. 557) (see Leake on Contracts, 3rd ed., p. 21) seems to be 
an authority that this result is not affected by the circumstance that 
the merchant has acted on the offer. And if the manufacturer is not 
ria it appears to follow that he can withdraw his offer.—Ep, 





| INTESTACY—LEAVING A WIDOW AND NO NEXT-OF-KIN, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—I should have mentioned in my letter (re Intestacy), in your 
last issue, that deceased’s widow took out letters of administration to 
her husband’s estate, but not as the Crown’s nominee. After a lapse 
of some years the Crown requested her to hand over to them half of 
the estate, together with 5 per cent. interest for the period during 
which she had had it in iosk. 

This may, perhaps, affect your comments on p. 545. 


Srmpngy NEWMAN, 
9, Fenchurch-street, June 10. 


[The claim of the next-of-kin, if there are any, would be against 
the widow and would be liable to be barred as already stated. Ifa 
claim was not barred and was established, doubtless the Crown 
would refund to the widow to enable her to meet it. So soon as all 
possible claims are barred against the widow, the Crown is free to 
treat the property as its own, and will possibly make an allowance to 
the widow’s representatives. —Eb. S.J. 


THE LAND REGISTRY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—A report of the Registrar of the Land Registry has just been 
issued as a Blue-book with reference to the workiog of the new 
experimental system of compulsory registration of title in the County 
of London for the three years ending December last. The registrar 
represents the experiment as having been completely successfal. 

The contrary view is undoubtedly held by those who have hai 
practical experience of the system. ‘They see no benefit either in the 
present or future to compensate for the increased expense, delay, and 
trouble which registration now occasions on the sale or mortgage of 
property. The system of registration in this country is wholly 
different to any system in operation elsewhere. 

Parliament passed the Act in 1897 as a compromise on the faith of 
representations that compulsory registration should be tried as an 
experiment in one county only for three years. The three years 
having expired, many important and influential bodies, including the 
Corporation of the City of London, the Incorporated Law Society, 
and the Land Law Reform Association have in vain petitioned the 
Government to hold a public inquiry into the working of the system. 
The public is surely entitled to be informed why the Government 
persistently refuses its consent to an inquiry. 

J. 8. RUBINSTEIN. 

5, Raymond-buildings, Gray’s-inn, June 10. 

LARCENY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. | 


Sir,—I observe that in your current issue you notice a somewhat 
unusual case as occurring at Stratford in which the original charge of 
larceny against the defendant—he having cut the hair from the tails 
of living horses-—was, apparently, abandoned, and a charge 
malicious injury substituted. 

It may be of interest to you to know that at the recent assizes at 





Newtown, for the county of Montgomery, Jelf, J., heard an almost 
exactly similar case, in which the prisoner entered various stables, 
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ot the hair from the tails of the horses, and subsequently sold it ; 
three indictments were laid, each chargicg him with breaking and 
qiering @ building within the curtilage, and with the larceny of 
horse-hair. As you remark, 2. v. Martin would appear to be a 
direct authority for this course, and, though the point was not argued, 
as the prisoner was not represented by counsel and pleaded guilty, I 
feel satisfied that the course pursued was a properone. This was 
potthe first case of the kind to come under my observation. 
Henry L. READE, 
Clerk of Indictments and Deputy Clerk of the 
Crown, N. Wales ani Chester Circuit. 
Congleton, June 10. 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 
MARSHALL v. RUDEFORTH. No. 1. 6th June. 


Musk AND SeRvant—Emptoyer’s Lraswiry — Accipent — Burmpinu 
Exceepisc 4Turety Freer mw Hercut—Repams to Roor—Lapper 
Besse Acainst Pararpat—‘‘ Scarrotpinc’’—WoRrkKMEN’s COMPENSA- 

mon Act, 1897 (60 & 61 Vict. c. 37), s. 7, suB-sEcTIon 1. 


Appeal by workman from a decision of the learned judge of the 
Scarborough County Court, who had refused to award him compensation 
under the Act of 1897. The accident happened while the applicant was 
executing repairs to the roof of a house exceeding thirty feet in height. 
To get to the roof a ladder was placed against the house, one end resting 
on the ground and the other leaning against the parapet at the top of the 
house. There was no ladder, crawling-board, or other contrivance on the 
roof. The appellant was carrying slates up the ladder when it slipped, 
and he fell and was injured. It was admitted that the respondent 
was the ‘“‘undertaker’’ within the meaning of section 7. The 
leamed judge held that the ladder was not ‘‘scaffolding’’ within 
the meaning of section 7 (i), and, therefore, thit the ap t 
was not at the time of the accident employed on, in, or about a 
building which was being repaired by means of a scaffolding, and 
that he therefore did not come within the bencfit of the Act. For the 
appellant it was contended that the ladder was a ready-made contrivance 
used for the repair of the house and was a scaffolding within the meaning 
of the section, and Wood v. Walsh (1899, 1 Q. B. 1009), Maude v. Brooke 
(1900, 1 Q. B. 575), and Hoddinott v. Newton, Chambers, § Co. (1901, A. O. 
49), were referred to. Counsel for the respondent was not heard. 

Tae Cover (Cortins, M.R., and Marsew and Cozens- Harpy, L.JJ.), 
while admitting that in face of the decicions cited they could not now define 
the word ‘‘ecaffolding ’’ in terms which would necessarily exclude a ladder, 
declined to hold that the word ‘scaffolding ’’ in the Act necessarily as a 
matter of law incladed a ladder. They could not say, therefore, that the 
county court judge might find, without misdirecting himself, that 
this ladder was not scaffolding. It was admitted that no planks, crawling- 
doard, or other be pet d staging was in use, and therefore the house was 
not being repaired by means of a rcaffolding within the meaning of the 
section. The appeal was accordingly dismissed.—OounszL, Longstaffe ; 
Ruegg, K.C. Soxzcrrors, Iliffe, Henley, $ Sweet, for T. Hart, Scarborough ; 
Radford § Franklin, for John Whitfield, Scarborough. 


[Reported by Ersxivz Rep, Esq., Barnister-at-Law,] 


McIVER & CO. (LIM.) v. THE TATE STEAMERS (LIM.). No. 1. 
10th June. 


Practice — Costs — Taxation — ATTENDANCE or Oovunrry So.icrror IN 
Loxpon—Examination or Witness—Rvuies or Court, 1883, Orp. 65, 
R. 27 (29); Arpgnprx N., 147—Rvuzs or Court, January, 1902, x. 10. 


Appeal from a decision of Bigham, J., at chambers, refusing to review 
the taxation of costs. Theaction was brought by the charterer of a steam- 
ship to recover damages from the shipowner for negligence in allowing the 
steamship t> start on a voyage without a sufficient quantity of coal on 
board whereby the steamship was obliged to deviate and put into a port 
where the charterer had to buy coal at an increased price. The action was 
tet down for trial in the commercial list in London and an order 
Was made for the examination of an important witness before the 
trial. The Liverpool solicitor who was acting fir the plaintiffs, 
and who had drawn the proof for the exemination of the witness by counsel, 
came to London and attended the examination. At the trial the plaintiffs 
Tecovered judgment. On the taxation of the costs the taxing-master 
allowed £12 12s. for the expenses of the Liverpool solicitor’s attendance on 
the examination of the witness in London. ‘The defendants objected to 
the allowance on the ground that under item 147 in the scale in Appendix 
N. to the Rules of 1883 only £2 2s. could be allowed asa maximum. The 
master, in answer to the objection, stated that in his discretion, as the 
Witness was an important one, he had allowed £12 12s. Bigham, J., 

an application to review the texation. The plaintiffs 
appealed. By rule 10 of the Rules of Court, January, 1902, “ Regulation 
29 of ord. 65, r. 27, is hereby annulled, and the followin ation is 
substituted therefor: On every taxation the taxing-mastershall aJlowall such 
costs, charges, and expenses as shall appear to bim to have been necessary or 
for the attainment of justice or for defending the rights of any party. 
oa save as againet the party who ivcurred the same no costs shall be allowed 
throug spear te the taxing -mesier te eve bees incurred or increased 

over-caution, ne oe, or mis or by payment of special 

to counsel or special change or ex ‘vita e 
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-master ww as between 
So diay enale te Appendix N. could be allowed as between solicitor 


the taxing-master could not allow any sum 
scale. 

Tux Oovrr (Matuew and Cozens-Hanpy, L.JJ.) dismissed the appeal. 
They held that rule 10 of the rules of January, 1902, applied as between 
solicitor and client as well as between party and party, and enabled the 
taxing-master in either case to allow such costs as should appear to him 
to be n or proper for the attainment of justice, provided that 
those costs did not appear to the taxing-master to have been incurred 
through over-caution, negligence, or mistake, &c. Under the old system 
this sum of £12 12s. could not have been allowed, as the scale did not 
permit it, but under rule 10 of the new rules of 1902 the taxing-master 
was entitled to allow the £12 12s. for the attendance of the Liverpool 
solicitor on the examination of the witness in London. The matter being 
within the discretion of the taxing-master, this court could not interfere. 
But at the same time they thought that in the circumstances the discretion 
of the taxing-master had been rightly exercised.—CovnseL, Baithache ; 
A D. Bateson, Soxrcrrors, Dewning, Bolam, § Co , for Bolam § Co., Sunder- 
land ; Charles Russell $ Co., for Lightbound, Liverpool. 

(Reported by W. F. Banny, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re LEGH'S SETTLED ESTATES. Kekewich, J, 2let July, 1900; 
27th May. 


Sermuep Estare—Tenwant ror Lire—Carrtat Monrrs—Exrenses oF 
IMPROVEMENT AND Development oF Burpinc Estrare—Resvripine 
MAanston-novsE—SaLvAGE—SETTLED Lanp Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vier. c 
38), s. 25—Serruep Laxp Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vicr. co. 69), & 13, 
SUB-SECTION 4, 

This was an amended and adjourned summons by the tenant for life of 
settled land for an order calling upon the trustees out of ital moneys in 
their hands to repay to the tenant for life (among other sums) the 
sum of £17,109 17s. 3d. expended by the tenant for life in rebuilding 
and reconstructing the principal mansion-house owing to _ its 
threatened destruction by -rot. Wher the summons was first 
heard in 1900 an order was asked with regard to these expenses only for 
£1,260 or such further sum as might be found necessary for rebuildin 
and reconstructing the mansion-house, and this of the summons 
over until the work should be completed and the total expenditure ascer- 
tained. It appeared that owing to dry-rot the house was in a very bad 
state, and almost the whole of it had to be pulled down and rebuilt, and 
-certain additions and improvements were also carried out at the time of 
the rebuilding. The trustees were from time to time informed of the 
extent and progress of the works, and there were letters from them 
approving what was being done, but owing to its being impossible accur- 
ately to forecast what the extent of the works required would be no 
scheme was laid before them. Under the Settled Land Act, 1890, s. 13, 
capital moneys ~— be applied in rebuilding the principal mansion-house 
on the settled land provided that the sum to be so applied should not 
exceed one-half of the annual rental of the settled land. The annual 
rental in this case was £22,153 13s. 1d., and there were capital moneys in 
the hands of the trustees more than sufficient to pay the sum of 
£17,109 17s. 3d. It was contended on behalf of the tenant for life that 
of the sum of £17,109 17s. 3d. as was in excess of half the 


such 
rental of the estate should be allowed by way of ealv: and there were 
cited in support of this contention Re Hawker’s Set Bstates (1897, 66 
L. J. Ch. 341) and Willis v. Wellis (1902, 1 Oh. 15). 

Kexewicn, J., in giving judgment, said he was satisfied that there was 
of necessity a rebuil of the principal mansion-houee within section 13 


ot the Settled Land Act, 1890, and he would sanction the t by 
the trustees of a sum of £11,076 (being one-half of the annual rental of 
the settled state te es senngmant of cay further com Set 
surplus he co not sanction the repaymen 

ean, it being impossible to distinguish what sums had been in fact 
expended by way of sal and what had been expended in improve- 
ments.—Covnsst, Mulligan, K.C., and Morrison; L. P. Potts, Soxrcrrors, 
Philpott ¢ Morrell, for Potts, Potts, ¢ Gardner, q 

[Reported by Auay C. Nessrrt, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.) 





Bankruptcy Cases. 


Re WHITE. Ex parte NICHOLS. Wright, J. 29th May. 
Bawxrvrrey—Taxation or Costs—Sorrcrror’s Reramver—Banxrvercy 
—? 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c. 52), ss. 57, 73—Banxavrrcy Act, 1890 
(53 & 54 Vier. c. 71), s. 15. 

This was an application on behalf of the solicitors to the trustee by way 
of appeal pooh e taxing-master in bankruptcy. The retainer of the 
solicitors, Messrs. Dawes & Sons, consisted of a minute duly entered in the 
trustee’s minute book and signed by the members of the committee of 
inspection, which was worded as follows: ‘* That Messrs. Dawes & Sons, of 
9, Angel-court, Throgmorton-street, be and that they are b 
appointed the solicitors to act for and on behalf of the trustee 





nses to witnesses or other 
by other unusual expenses,’’ The defendants contended that this rule only 


actions, ings, and a s, and generally 
instractions of the said trustee.” Acting upon this retainer, Messrs, 
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Dawes & Sons instructed counsel to appear on behalf of the trustee at the 
public examination and upon the debtor’s application for his discharge, 
and brought actions against certain persons who were debtors to the 
estate. The taxing-master disallowed all the items in their bill relating 
to these matters, on the ground that the retainer was too general in its 
terms under the decision of Wright, J., in Re Vavasour (48 W. R. 543 ; 
1900, 2 Q. B. 309). 

Wricut, J., held that the taxing-master’s view of the effect of the 
decision in Re Vavasowr was correct, and dismissed the application.— 
Counsgt, 7. F. Hobson. Soxicrrors, Dawes § Sons. 


(Reported by P. M. Franoxn, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. ] 


Re DRUCKER. Fz parte BASDEN. Wright, J. 29th May. 


Banxrvurtcy—PrivaTe ExaMInaTION oF Witness IN Foreign Counrry— 
JuRispicrion—Banxrvrtcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c 52), ss. 27, 
105, 118. 


This was an ex parte application by the trustee in the bankruptcy for an 
order for the private examination of certain witnesses at Zurich, iu 
Switzerland. The bankrupt was a naturalized British subject. He failed 
to surrender himself for public examination, went abroad, and refused all 
information as to his affairs. His mother, who was a foreign subject, 
brought herself within the jurisdiction of the court by lodging a proof for 
£10,000. This proof was rejected by the trustee, whereupon she lodged{an 
appeal supported by her evidence on affidavit. She refused to come to 
Haugland to be cross-examined upon her affidavit, but applied for the 
appointment of a special examiner to take her evidence at Zurich, 
and an order was made upon her application on the 16th of May 
appointing an examiner. The trustee thereupon applied under section 27 
for an order for the examination of the bankrupt and his brother before the 
same examiner, as it appearcd probable that they would be with their 
mother at the date fixed for her examination. Counsel for the trustee 
submitted that the court had power to make the order under sub-section 6 
of section 27, ‘‘ The court may, if it think fit, order that any person who 
if in England would be liable to be brought before it under this section 
age Mle examined in Scotland or ireland, or in any other place out of 

RIGHT, J., refused to make the order, holding that the words “‘ any 
other place out of England ”’ could not be construed so as to extend to 
countries outside the jurisdiction of the British Crown, where the court 
would have no means of enforeing such an order.—OovnseL, Carrington. 
Soxricrrors, King, Wigg, § Co. 


[Reported by P. M. Francxe, Esq,, Barrister-at-Law.} 





Solicitors’ Cases. 
Re BURCHELL, WILDE, & CO. Swinfen Eady, J. 9th June. 


Soricrrorn—Taxation or Bris or Costs—TAXxATION APTER PAYMENT— 
Srxciat CrrcumsTances—PayMENT UNDER Protest—6 & 7 Vicr. o. 73, 
ss. 38, 41 [Revisep Ep. Sratures, vou, 1x., rp. 130, 132]. 


Adjourned summons. This was an application by a mortgagor, who 
had paid off three sets of mortgages, for taxation after payment of the 
bills of costs of the solicitors for the mortgagees. The mortgagor had, in 
November, 1901, given six months’ notice to pay, and it was subsequently 
arranged that the mortgages should be paid off some two months before 
the expiration of the notice, the mortgagor paying one month’s additional 
interest in licu of notice. On each of the three occasions on which pay- 
ment was made the mortgagor’s solicitor had objected to certain charges 
as excessive, and a reduction had been offered which he refused as insuffi- 
cient. He had then paid the bills in full, stating that he did so under protest. 
It did not, however, appear from the evidence that the respondents had 
accepted the payment on the footing that the bills should afterwards be 
taxed. Counsel cited Re Norman (34 W. R. 313, 16 Q. B. D. 673), Re Boycott 
(34 W. B. 26, 29 Ch. D. 571), Re Cheesman (39 W. BR. 497; 1891, 2 Ch. 289), 
and Re Wiliams (65 L. T. 68). [Swinrzen Eapy, J., intimated that he 
would be reluctant to order taxation, but commented on certain charges, 
and in particular on the fact that a single attendance having been made on 
behalf of three several mortgages, he appeared to have been charged at the 
full amount for three separate attendances. He suggestéd a reduction of 
the total amount of the three bills—viz., £63 3s. 10d. to £55] This 
suggestion was accepted by the respondents. On the question of the 
costae of the summons, 

Swivven Eapy, J., said: It is argued that taxation may now 

» in the case of a paid bill, in view of any special 
circumstances which the court may think sufficient. - There was here no 
— on the part of the mortgagees, and, in spite of the reduction which 

now been given at my suggestion, there was nothing that in my opinion 
can be called a substantial overcharge; but the special circumstances 
mainly relied on are that the bills were paid under protest. In my 
— this does not give the came right to taxation as would exist if the 
ls had not been paid, though no doubt a protest of this kind is one of 
the matters to which re may be had, and may be evidence of the 
special circumstances. In Re Cheesman, where taxation was ordered after 
yment, the payment had been made under pressure. The mortgagor 
contracted to tell, and was threatened with an action for specific per- 
formance; but, even in these circumstances, Lindley and Kay, L.JJ. 
intimated that they would have had doubt, if the ma‘ter had come before 
them as res integra. In Re Williams, Chitty, J., found that payment had 
been taken subject to an express condition that there should taxation. 
In the present case there was no such ——- of condition, and there 
were no other special circumstances which in my opinion entitle the 
spplicant to an order. The rerpondents having now agreed to a reduction 





cannot affect the question of the right order to be made, which is that th 
summons be dismissed with costs, and that the amount of the reduction 
towards the costs.—Counsex, 4. Adams; Eve, K.C., and Ernest Forg, 
Soxicrrons, Clowes, Hickley, § Steward ; Burchell, Wilde, $ Co. 


{Reported by Goprrzy R. Bzyson, Eaq., Barristor-at-Law. | 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 
LAND REGISTRY. 


The Land Registry will be closed on the 26th, 27th, and 28th of 
June. By ORpz, 





LAND REGISTRY—NOTICE, 


Pending the erection of new offices the work of the Middlesex Deeds 
Department of the Land Registry will, on and after Monday, the 16th of 
June, be carried on in the building in Bishop’s-court, Chancery-lane, 
lately occupied by the Patent Office Library. 








LAW SOCIETIES. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The annual general meeting of the members of the society will he held 
in the hall of the society on Friday, the 18th of July next, at 2 p.m. pre 
cisely, for the election of a president and vice-president of the society, of 
fourteen members of the Uouncil in place of Mr. Hunter, Mr. Addison, 
and Mr. Manisty, who are retiring, and of Mr. Parker (deceased), and of 
ten members who go out of office by rotation; of three auditors, and for 
other — of the society. 

The following are the names of the members of the Council who go out 
of office by rotation and, so far as is known, all of them will be nominated 
for re-election : Mr. E. J. Bristow, Mz R. Cunliffe, Mr. William Godden, 
Mr. H. J. Johnson, Mr. H. W. Lee, Mr. Richard Pennington, Mr. Charles 
Stewart, Mr. W. M. Walters, Mr. W.H. Winterbotham, Mr. P. Wicham. 

E. W. Wrt1ason, Secretary. 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Institution, Ohancery-lane, London, on Wednesday, 
the 11th inst., Mr. Robert Cunliffe in the chair. The other directors 
present being: Messrs. W. F. Blandy (Reading), H. Morten Cotton, 
Walter Dowson, Hamilton Fulton (Salisbury), W. Arthur Sharpe, Richard 
S. Taylor, Maurice A. Tweedie, and J. T. Scott (secretary). 

A sum of £400 was distributed in grants of relief, eighty-seven new 
members were admitted to this association, and other general business 
transacted. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
CALLS TO THE BAR. 


The following gentlemen were, on Wednesday, called to the bar: 

Lixcoin’s-1nn.—Johangir Hormasji Bhabha, New Coll., Oxford, B.A.; 
Amin Chand Bahree, Edinburgh Univ.; Ian M. Henderson, King’s Coll., 
Camb., B.A. ; Aubrey Holmes, Balliol Coll., Oxford, B.A. ; Alan McLean, 
Trin. Coll., Oamb., B.A.; J. W. Neill; T. P. Black, Edinburgh Univ.; 
T. J. M. Greenfield, Magdalen Coll., Oxford, B.A.; M. J. Harned: ; 
P. O. Vaughan, C.0.0., Oxford; Kanwar Harnam Singh; Ran Singh; 
A. B. Weaver, Trin. Ooll., Camb., M.A., LL.M.; Ahsan-ul-Haq; Jagat 
Ram Khosla ; Syed Mahomed Salih, Allahabad Univ., B.A. ; Syud Nazeer- 
Hosain ; Hira Lal Ahuja; D. C. L. Cree, University Ooll., Oxford, B.A.; 
Elisha Arakie Cohen, Calcutta Univ., M.A.; Amiya Nath Chaudhuri, 
Trinity Hall, Camb., B.A., LL.B. ; and Joseph Walker, M.A., LL.D. 

Ixner Tempte.—G. Hewart, M.A., Oxford, holder of a certificate of 
honour, awarded Trinity Term, 1902; L. G. Ourtis, B.A, Oxford; G. BR. 
Brigstocke, Oxford; Akshaya Kumara Ghose, Camb.; H. W. Brodie, 
B.A., Camb.; Moreshwar Vinayak Navalkar, BA., LL.B., Camb.; 
Christopher Erle ; R. L. Jones, B.A., Camb. ; 0. E. Yarwood, B.A., LL.B, 
Camb.; H. G. Pearson; J. Walker, B.A., Camb.; R. J. B Wontner, 
M.A., Oxford; J. B. Sandbach, B.A., Camb.; Harold Roberts, B.A, 
Oxford; H. T. Cawley, B.A., Oxford; W. D. Orewdson, B.A, Oamb.; 
©. W. W. Surridge, B.A., Oxford; Syed Amir Ali, Oamb., and B.A. 
Hyderabad; F. D. Bruce, B.A., LL.B., Camb. ; 0. R. Stephens ; T. M. 
Hunter, B.A., Oxford; D. G. Hemmant, B.A., Oxford ; H. C. W. Hawley, 
BA., Oxford; J. R. Conyers: Mom Rajawong Saiyut, B.A., LL.B. 
Camb ; E. J, Sampson, LL.B, Owens Uoll., Manchester; O. T. Carr, 
B.A., LL.B., Camb. ; N. C. Armitage, B.A., Oamb., O. L. Collard, B.Ay 
Oxford; L. P. Cipriani; Nai Chote; H. D. Cornish, B.A., Oamb., 

J. W. Peirson. 

Mippiz Temrie.—Sbaikh Mohummud Yehya; 8. R. Nightingale ; J. B. 
Rentiers, British Consular Service, Japan; H. G. O. Marsh; David 
Will'ams; G. B. Winch, B.A., Trin. Ooll. Camb. ; F. D. Bird, a masmber 
of the Madras Provincial Civil Service, J. J. Powell prizeman, 1897; 
Rigby Wason ; H. R. Y. Bonsey; G. R. Taylor; E H. Tindal-Atkiason, 
B.A., Trin. Coll., Oxford; O. W. Whitworth; W. RB. Trickett, B.A. 
LL.B., 0.0.0., Camb. ; J. H, Garrett, M.D, Durham, D.P.H., Camb. ; 
G. H. Coke, M.B., B.8c., Edinburgh ; Cheppudira Thimmiah Machays; 
Maung Tsain; E, 0. M, Trehern, B.A., LL.B., Camb. ; Pramatha Nath 


June 14, 1902, | 
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— 
fen; Monuvwerood-Deen ; W. A. Stephens; Syed Alay Aly Raza; P. H. 
y. Nicolas; H. G. Greatrex; A.M. Paddon; Govindan Paramaswaran 
B.A., Madras Univ.; Shaikh Mohammad Wahajuddin Hyder ; 
BR. 0. Roberts; Robert Simpson, M.A., Camb. ; F. T. V. Bayley; and A. 
. Lucas. 
al Cockle, certificate of honour of the Council of Legal 
Education, Trinity, 1902; J. J. Adams, M.A., Royal Univ. of Ireland 
and Queen’s Ooll. Belfast; Satish Chandra Gupta, Calcutta Univ. ; H. 8S. 
Williams; Abdullatif Camrudin Abdul Latif, scholar of St. John’s Coll., 
Camb, B.A., Barstow law scholar, 1902; Jamshed Kharshedji 
Tarachand ; Hem Chandra Ghose, B.A., Camb. ; Sudhansu Mohan Bore, 
B.A, Christ’s Coll, Camb., and Oulcutta Univ. ; R. Nixon, B.A., Trin. 
(oll, Dublin; Ali Husain Mohamed Anwer; Surendra Nath Chandra, 
Calcutta Univ.; M. H. Cox, LL.B, Lond., Lee prizeman, 1902; W. J. 
Evans, London Univ.; Atma Ram; G. J. Christian; his Honour P. C 
Smyly, LL.D, Trin. Coll., Dublin, a member of the Irish Bar, Ohief 
Justice, Sierra Leone ; Matilal Chhotalal Kamodia, B.A , St. Peter’s Coll , 


Camb. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS, 


Ata Pension held on the 6th instant the Masters of the Bench of Gray’s- 
inn the Right Honourable Epmunp Barton, K.C., Premier of the 
Commonwealth of Australia, an Honorary Bencher of the society. 

The Lord Chancellor has, on the recommendation of the Lord Lieutenant 
of London, appointed Mr. Jonn Woonnovsz, of 27, Kensington Gardens- 
terrace, Hyde Park, W., a Justice of the Peace for the County of London. 
Mr. Woodhouse was admitted in February, 1882, and is a member of the 
firm of Stanley, Woodhouse, & Hedderwick, Bank Chambers, 45, Ludgate- 


bill, E.0. 


CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
DissoLurTions. 


Cuantes Henry Gover Know zs and Artnur James Warp Le, solicitors 
(Knowles & Wardle), Luton, and Newquay. As regards Newquay as from 
the 30th day of April, and as regards. Luton as from the 31st day of 
May. 

Tomas Cropper Rytey and Henry Cuorztey Orosrrerp, solicitors 
and notaries (Jevons, Ryley, & Crosfield), 19, Sweeting-street, Liverpool. 
The business will in future be carried on at the same place and under 


the name of Jevons & Riley by the said Thomas Cropper Ryley. 
[ Gazette, June 10, 





GENERAL, 


A meeting of the Society of Comparative Legislation will be held at the 
Royal Colonial Institute, Northumberland-avenue, on Friday, the 13th of 
June, 1902, at 4.30 p.m., at which an address will be delivered by R. B. 


‘ Haldane, Esq., K.C., M.P., on “ The Constitution of the Empire and the 


Development ef its Councils.’’ The Right Hon. Lord Davey will preside. 


The judges’ annual Whitebait Dinner, to which they have journeyed 
down to Greenwich in the summer for so many years past, will not take 
place this year, the judges having decided in future to have a reunion dinner 
in London at the beginning of each Michaelmas Term in October. The 
war did not take place last year in consequence cf the death of Queen 

ictoria. : 

The Home Secretary has appointed a committee, consisting of Sir John 
E. Dorington, Bart, M.P. (chairman), W. F. Lawrence, Esq., M.P., A. O. 
Humphreys-Owen, Esq., M.P., H. B. Simpson, Esq., of the Home Offics, 
F. Merrifield, Esq., Olerk of the Peace for Sussex, and J. R. Roberts, 
Esq , clerk to the mapistrates, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, with M. L. Waller, 
Esq., of the Home Office, as secretary, to inquire into the allowances to 
prosecutors and witnesses in criminal cases, and what amendments, if any, 
are desirable in the law as to the circumstances in which such allowances 
can be made, 

Messrs, J. E. Evans-Jackson & Oo. write from Bristol House, 19 and 
20, Holborn-viaduct, to the Times: ** It will no doubt be of interest to the 
trade and the public to learn that the Patent Commissioners in the Trans- 
vaal have now issued a list of fees payable in connection with the registra- 
tion of trade-marks in that colony, which are as follows: On application 
for registration, 10s. ; on registration, £2; stamp on power of attorney, 
5s.; advertising charges (approximately), £2 15s. These fees shew a very 
considerable reduction on the fees charged by the late Government of the 
South African Republic, which were to some extent prohibitive, and many 
manufacturers no doubt refrained from registering their trade-marks in 
the Transvaal in coneequence of euch prohibitive fees. Of course to the 
above there are local agents’ charges to be paid, but these are only 
nominal, Under the new regulations the definition of a trade-mark has 
been widely extended, information with reference to which can be obtained 
at the Patent Office Library or on application to ourselves,’’ 


The Zimes reprint for the 12th of June, 1802, contains the following 
items in reference to the General Election then approaching: “‘ Mr. Dupre 
Porcher has purchased of Lord Camelford the borough of Old Sarum for 

000. Lord Archibald Douglas, eldest son of the Duke of Hamilton, 
is to represent the borowgh of Lancaster, with Mr. Dent, Lord 
Lowther having very handsomely offered him his interest there. Mr. 
Penn, the present member, will be brought in for some other mies. 
Sir Henry Peyton hag declined standing another contest for Cambridge- 
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everything he could expect. , how could the be otherwise 
than enormous, when we consider that each to open a certain 
number of houses for treating. Sir will thus have d £14,000 
for the honour of sitting in Parliament t six weeks ; the Duke of 


Rutland’s relation will walk quietly over the 
Sie William Manners, who purchased the borough of Ilchester, is said to 
have found his bargain not quite so certain as most purchasers of that 


description expect. On his going down to nominate who should be 
returned to the next Parliament, the worthy electors not only revolted at 
the mptory demand, but enlisted under the banner of Mr. Davison, 


and have determined to oppose whoever Sir William shall ereer, Mr. 
Russell, who stood the late contest for Durham, has provided himself with 


a snug seat for Gatton. 








Warning To Inrenpine Hovse PurcHassrs anp Lusszes.—Before pur- 
c or renting a house, even for a short a it is advisable to 
have the Drains and Sanitary ments independently Tested and 
Reported upon. For terms “pply to The Sanitary Engineering Oo. (H. 
Carter, C.E., Manager), 65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Established 
27 years. Tel : Sanitation, London. Telephone: 316 West- 


minster.—[Apvr. 








COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE, 
Rota or Regisrzans m ATTENDANCE oO” 














Date. Emercency Appzan Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Rota. No. 2. KExKEwica. Bras. 
Monday, June............ 16 Mr. Pemberton Mr. W. Leach Mr. Greswell Mr. oa 
Tuesday 17 J Theed Church R. 
Wednesday ........ pceseen 18 R. Leach W. Leach Greswell Godfrey 
Thursday . . Godfrey Theed Church R. Leach 
a Beal Ww. Greswell Godfrey 
8a I cconsoveosessrenes 21 Carrington Theed Church R. Leach 
Date. Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
FarweE.u. Buckuey. Joycr, Swivren Eapy. 
Monday, June............ 16 Mr, Jackson Mr. Carrington Mr. Farmer Mr. Theed 
Tuesday ....cereseeseeee Pemberton Beal King Ww. 
Wednesday 18 i King 
Th © siccatvsnesionapes 19 Pemberton Beal King Farmer 
Friday ........ 20 Jackson Carrington Farmer Church 
8a TF veccceccccosee ole Pemberton Beal King Greswell 


COURT OF APPEAL. 
TRINITY SITTINGS, 1902. 
(Continued from p. 557.) 
FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION, THE PROBATE, DIVORCE 


AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION (PROBATE AND DIVORCE), AND 
THE COUNTY PALATINE AND SCANNARIES COURTS. 
(General List.) 
1902. 

Beeley v Sidebottom appl of pltffs from order of Mr Justice Buckley, 
dated March 21, 1902 April 3 

Walker v Greenham appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated 
March 25, 1902 April 7 

In re Beville, dec Beville v Beville and ors appl of defts from order of 
Mr Justice Buckley, dated March 11, 1902 April 10 

In re a Contract between The School Board for London and 8 G Foster 
and In re The Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874 appl of The School 
Board from an order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated March 25, 1902 
April 14 

In re Brown, dec Osmond vy Jones appl of deft M E Wright from order 
of Mr Justice Byrne, dated March 18, 1902 April 14 

In re John Hiscoe, dec Hiscoe vy Waite appl of pltff from order of Mr 
Justice Kekewich, dated Feb 21, 1902 April 14 3 

In re Highett & Bird’s Contract and V & P Act, 1874 appl of W Highett 
from order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated March 19, 1902 (produce 
order) April 15 

Easton v Istead appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated 
March 24, 1902 April 15 

The Sunderland & South Shields Water Co v Pemberton appl of deft 
from order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated Feb 26, 1902 (produce 
order) April 18 

Foy, Mor & Co v Kempf appl of deft from order of Mr Justice 
Joyce, dated Feb 6, 1902 (produce order) April 23 ges 

McConnel v Wright appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, 
dated April 23, 1902 (produce order) April 25 ; 

Harford v Corpn of Lampeter appli of defts from order of Mr Justice 
Kekewich, dated Feb 14, 1902 April 25 

Hart v Charlier appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, 
dated Jan 29,1902 April 28 

In re Robert Allen, dec Dow v Oassaigne appl of deft from order of Mr 
Justice Buckley, dated March 12, 1902 (stand over till legal representa- 
tive appointed) April 28 

The Reason Manufacturing Oo ld v Ernest F Moy ld appl of defts from 
order = Mr Justice Byrne, dated April 23, 1902 (produce order) 
A 9 

Bond & ors v Barrow Hematite Steel Oo ld appl of pitffs from order of 
Mr Justice Farwell, dated Jan 18, 1902 (produce ) April 30 
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In re R W Brook, dex Dixon v Brook appl of the Produce Brokers Co 
ld from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated Feb 22,1902 May 1 

Broome v Speak & ors appl of deft Shepheard from order of Mr Justice 
Buckley, dated April 30, 1902 (produce order) May 1 

Oarfrae v Blount appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 
April 8, 1902 May 2 

In re the Estate of G N Greenwood, dec Goodhart v Woodhead appl of 
_— age order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated April 19, 1902 (produce order) 

ay 


Broome v Spesk appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated 
April 30, 1902 (produce order) May 3 

Kivug v Stanley appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 
Feb 20, 1802 (produce order) May 3 

Broome v Speak & ors appl of deff Olayton from order of Mr Justice 
Buckley, dated April 30, 1962 (produce order) May 5 

In re A Evans Lloyd, dec Kellett v Meek (Manchester D R) appl of 
_ on oder of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated March 15, 1902 

y 

Defries v Belfield appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated 
Feb 7, 1902 May 8 

Avery v Lewis appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated 
March 4, 1902 (produce order) May 8 

Zumbeck v Biggs appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 
March 19, 1902 May 10 

Grove v Portal appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated 
March 15,1902 May 14 

In re Richard Roberts, dec Roberts v Parry appl of pltff from order of 
Mr Justice Byrne, dated March 15, 1902 May 15 

In re Glyn’s Trusts Glyn v Grenfell & ors appl of pltff from order of 
Mr Justice Joyce, dated May 14, 1902 May 16 


FROM THE CHANCERY, PROBATE, AND DIVORCE DIVISIONS. 
(Interlocutory List.) 
1901 


J Ambler & Sons ld v Mayor, &c of Bedford appl of defts from order of 
Mr Justice Joyce, dated Aug 3, 1901 (to come on with No 15, Final 
List—by order) Aug 15 

1902. 

In the Matter of the Bishop's Castle Ry Co and In the Ry Co’s Act, 1867 
appl of appellant W F Beddoes from an order of Mr Justice Kekewich, 
dated Feb 1, 1902 (produce order) Feb 13 

Brooks & Cov Lycett appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated 
March 15, 1902 April 2 

Walter v Ashton appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Byrne, dated 
March 20, 1902 (produce order) April 2 

Whitehouse v Lodge & Harper appl of defts from order of Mr Justice 
Kekewich, dated April 24, 1902 April 30 

Hedley, junr v Reitmeyer and Reitmeyer v Hedley, junr appl of pltff 
—_ aa of Mr Justice Farwell, dated April 10, 1902 tgutiinee order) 

y 

Barwood v Chinnock appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Buckley, 
dated May 10, 1902 (produce order) May 12 

In re McMurdo, dec Penfield vy McMurdo appl of 8 A Wilton from order 
of Mr Justice Swinfen Fady, dated April 29,1902 May 13 

Badieche Anilin & Soda Fabrik vy W G ‘Thompson and Oo ld & ors appl 
of defts from order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated May 9, 1902 (produce 
order) May 14 

Ripley v John Arthur, &c, Co appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice 
Farwell, dated May 2, 1902 (produce order) May 15 

In the Matter of the Companies Acts, 1862 to 1890 and In the Matter of 
The London and Northern Bank ld appl of respt from order of Mr 
Justice Buckley, dated April 23, 1902 May 16 


FROM THE PROBATE AND DIVORCE DIVISION. 
(General List.) 


1901. 

Divorce MF Abdy v WN Abdy appl of petnr from order of The Presi- 
dent, dated Jan 14,1901 March 23 

Probate In re Edmondson Edmondson vy Edmondson appl of pltff from 
order of Mr Justice Barnes, dated March 28, 1901 June 15 

(New Trials.) 
1902. 

Probate In re Cartwight, dec Cartwright & ors v Cartwright & anr 
appl of applts C Cartwright and ors for judgt or new trial, dated 
pm 1902, at trial beiore Mr Justice Bigham and jury, Birmingham 

Pp 

Divorce H Pinron v J M Pinson & F Baumann appin of H Pinson for 
judgt or new trial, dated April 25, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice 
Barnes end special jury, Middlesex May 16 
FROM THE COUNTY PALATINE COURT OF LANCASTER. 

(General List.) 
1901. 

In re Webster & Jones & V & P Act, 1874, &c appl of James Webster 
& anr from an order of The Vice-Chancellor of the County Palatine of 
Lancaster, dated Nov 15, 1901, and cross-notice of appl of respondent, 
dated Dec 3,1901 Nov 30 

FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(In Bankruptcy.) 

In re A Dc btor (ex pte The Debtor), No 1,191 of 1901 from a receiving 

order made by Mr Registrar Linklater, dated 28th November, 1901 


In re A Debtor (ex pte The Debtor), No 1,490 of 1899 from an order made 
by Mr Registrar Brougham, dated 28th February, 1902, dismissing gp 
application to approve a Composition 

In 1e A Debtor (ex pte The Debtor), No 152 of 1902 from a receiving 
order made by Mr Registrar Giffard, dated 15th April, 1902 

In re A Debtor (ex pte The Debtor), No 257 of 1902 from a receiving order 
by Mr Registrar Linklater, dated 24th April, 1902 

In re A Debtor (ex pte The Debtor), No 345 of 1902 from a receiving order 
made by Mr Registrar Linklater, dated 24th April, 1902 

In re Cottam, J C (ex pte The Trustee), No 1,008 of 1894 from an orde 
made by Mr Justice Wright, dated 14th April, 1902 

In re A Judgment Debtor (expte The Judgment Creditor), No 407 of 1902 
(Bankruptcy Notice) from an order made by Mr Registrar Brougham, 
dated April 22, 1902, setting aside, with costs, a Bankruptcy Notice 

In re Ball, O E (expte J B Akeroyd) No 383 of 1900 from an order maie 
by Mr Justice Wright, dated May 5, 1902 : 

In re A Judgment Debtor (expte The Debtor), No 831 of 1902 (Bankruptey 
Notice) from an order of Registrar Brougham, dated May 8, 1902, 
+ a with costs the Debtor’s appln to set aside a Bankruptcy 

otice 

In re A Debtor (expte The Debtor), No 382 of 1902 from a receiving 
order made by Mr Registrar Linklater on the 15th May, 1902 


FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
For Hearing. 
(Final List.) 
1902. 


John Kirkwood v Carroll & Cutler appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Wright, dated Nov 25, 1901 March 5 
Bowater & Sons v Mirror of Life Oo 1d and the Topical Times Oo ld (3rd 
party) appl of 3rd party from judgt of Mr Justice Kennedy, dated 
March 4, 1902, non-jury, Middlesex March 11 
Fowler ld v Steiger & ors appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Jelf, 
dated Feb 26, 1902 March 12 
Hammond v The Midland Ry Co appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
. Bigham, dated March 3, 1902, and special jury, Nottingham March 13 
Arthur Anderson v Thomas Rayner appl of deft from judgt of Mr. 
Justice Wills, dated Feb 26, 1902, non-jury, Liverpool March 15 
Underhill v Lambert appl of deft from judgt of The Lord Chief Justice 
and Justices Darling and Channell, dated March 4, 1902 March 18 
Enright v Redmond appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Darling, 
dated Jan 18, 1902, non-jury, Middlesex March 19 
The New Zealand Mines Trust ld v Heath appl of defts from judgt of 
Mr Justice Darling, dated March 21, 1902, non-jury, Middiesex 
March 21 
David MacIver & Co ld vy The Tate Steamers 1d appl of defts from judgt 
of Mr Justice Kennedy, dated March 1, 1902, non-jury, Middlesex 
March 22 
Rex v The Urban District Council of Newbiggin (Crown Side) appl of 
prosecutors from judgt of The Lord Chief Justice and Justices Larling 
and Channell, dated March 11,1902 March 24 
Barnes v Moore appl of N E Barnes from judgt of Mr Justice Phillimore, 
dated March 19, 1902, non-jury, Middlesex April 2 
The London and India Docks Co v The North London Railway Co appl 
of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice Wright, dated March 22, 1902, non- 
jury, Middlesex April 5 
The London and India Docks Co and The Mansion House Railway and 
Canal Traffic v The Midland Railway Co and The Great Eastern Rail- 
way Co (Railway and Caral Commission) spplof The London and India 
Docks Co from order of Mr Justice Wright, Sir F Peel, and Viscount 
Cobham, dated March 25, 1902 April 7 
Golding v Webber appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Grantham, 
dated March 24, 1902, non-jury, Middlesex April 7 
Bateman v Claughton applof deft from judgtof Mr Justice Ridley, dated 
March 20, 1902, non-jury, Leeds April 8 
om v Cardiff Pure Ice, &c, Co appl of defts from judgt: f Mr Justice 
Walton, da‘ed March 25, 1902, special jury, Cardiff April 10 
Baldwin v Moren & Flowers appl of delts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Bruce, dated March 25, 1902, non-jary, Middlesex April 10 
Lund v Sunderland og meg Co ld appl of defts from judgt of Mr 
Justice Bruce, dated March 25, 1902, non-jury, Middlesex April 14 
Charles Webster (1899) ld v Chapman appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr 
Justice Wright, dated March 7, 1902, non-jury, Middlesex April 16 
Young & anrv Balster and ors appl of plttts from judgt of Mr. Justice 
Wright, dated April 10, 1902, non-jury, Middlesex April 16 
Down v Trelaver Uhina Olay and Uhina Stone Co appl of defts from 
judgmt of Mr Justice Kennedy, dated March 29, 1902, Uardiff April 19 
Barraud v Watkins appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Lawrance, 
dated March 20, 1902, special jury, Leeas April 21 
The Gas Light and Coke Cold v The Cannon Brewery Oo appl of pltffs 
from judgt of The Lord Ohief Justice and Justices Darling and Channel, 
dated April 10,1902 April 22 
Angier Line (1887) ld v C T Bowring & Co 1d (three actions consolidated) 
appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Bigham, dated Feb 3, 1902, non- 
jury, Middiesex April 23 
Spillers & Bakers ld v Henry Leetham & Sons appl of defts from 
judgt of Mr Justice Bigham, non-jury, Middlesex April 24 
Securities Insce Co ld v Elliott appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Wright, dated April 19, 1902, non-jury, Middlesex April 24 
Wilcock & anr v The British Mutoscope, &c., Oo ld and anr (The British 
Mutot , &c, Co ld 3rd Parties) appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr 





Justice Darling, dated Jan 25, 1902, common jury, Middlesex April 24 
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appl of pltffs from judgt 
Middlesex 


Investors & Contract Agency ld v — al D 
. » non-jury, 


of Mr Justice Wright, dated April 


25 
Jukes, Coulson, Stokes & Cov Newton appl of deft from judgt of Mr 
Justice Bigham, dated April 18, 1902, non-jury, Middlesex April 28 
Alexander's Timber Oo ld v R R Dobell & Co appl of pltffs from judgt of 
Mr Justice Bigham, dated Jan 28, 1902, non jury, Miadlesex April 28 
Maskelyne & Osoke vSmith (deit) and John Arthur Palmer and Smith 
Bros, clmts (interpleader issue) appl of pltffs from order of The Lord 
Ghief Justice and Justices Darling and Ohannell, dated April 8, 1902 


il 29 

Fa v Titchfield Bank 1d appl of defts from judgt ef Mr Justice 
Lawrance, dated April 24, 1902, common jury, Middlesex April 30 

Bozson v The Urban District Council of Altrincham appl of pltff from 
judgt of Mr Justice Wills, dated March 6, 1902. non-jury, Manchester 
May 6 

Frost and anr v Solomon and ors appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice 
Bruce, dated May 5, 1902, special jury, Middlesex May 7 

Palmer v Birmingham Manufacturing Co ld appl of defts from judgt 
of Mr Justice Jelf, dated April 25, 1902, common jury, Middlesex 
May 7 

De Fagan appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Channell, dated 
April 24, 1902, non-jury, Middlesex May 9 

In re an Arbitration The Rural District Council of Godstone v The Urban 
District Council of Oaterham appl of Caterham Dietrict Council from 
judgt of Mr Justice Wright, dated April 29, 1902 (special case) May 10 

Smith v Kynnersley andi ors appl of defts from judgt of Mr Ju tice 
Wright, dated April 30, 1902 (special case) May 10 

The London County Council (applts) v The Mayor, Aldermen & Coun- 
cillors of the Met. Borough of Wandsworth (respts) appl of applts 
from judgt of the Lord Chief Justice & Justices Darling and Channell, 
dated April 23, 1902 May 10 

Hughes v The Pump House Hotel Oo Id appl of defts from judgt of Mr 
Justice Wright, dated April 30, 1902, non-jury, Middlesex May 13 

Davidson v Hooydonk & Oo ld appl of pitff from judgment of Mr Justice 
Wright, dated April 17, 1902, non-jury, Middlesex May 15 

Powell v Ricks (Lewis & Price, 3rd parties) appl of J H Price from judgt 
of Mr Justice Wright, dated May 9, 1902 May 16 - 


FROM THE PROBATE, DIVORCE, AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION 
(ADMIRALTY). 
For Hzarine. 
(Final List.) 
With Nautical Assessors. 
1901. . 

Ovingdean Granze 1901 Folios 337 and 338 Owners of Forsete v 
Owners of Ovingdean Grange (damage) appl of pltffs from judgt of the 
President, dated Feb 15,1901 May 1 

Mount Vernon 1899 Folio 533 Owners of the Handel Liist v George 
Shephard and ors (damage) appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Barnes, dated April 30, 1901 July 1 


Oceanic 1901 Folio 357 The Waterford Steamship Co ld v The Oceanic 


Steamship Oo ld (damage) appl of defts from judgt of the President, 
dated Oct 29,1901 Nov 11 
1902, 


Posen 1901 Folio 453 Owners of Steamship Inchkeith v Owners of 
Steamship Posen (damage) appl of defts from judgt of the President, 
dated Nov 15,1901 Jan 8 

Siam 1901 Folio 208 Owners of Steamship Andrea Vagliano & ors v 
Owners of Steamship Siam appeal of defts from order of Mr Justice 
Barnes, dated April 18, 1902 May 14 


Without Nautical Assessors. 
(Final List.) 
1901. 


Swindon 1901 Folio 52 Millers & Carys Cape Verde Islands 1d v The 
Swindon Steamship Oo ld (question of Law) appl of deft from judgt of 
the Divisional Court, dated June 14,1901 July 24 


1902. 


Dowlais 1901 Folio 406 The Dowlais Steamship Oo ld v Budd & Oo 
ss pltffs from judgt of the Divisional Court, dated Dec 17, 1901 
an é 


FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(New Trial Paper.) 
1902. 


Wightwick v Pope and The Absolute Life Assce Co ld appln of defts for 
judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgmenr, dated Feb 17, 
_,* trial before The Lord Ohief Justice ana special jury, Middlesex 

arc 

Orawley vy De Nevers appln of deft for judgt or new trial on “ppl from 
verdict and judgt, dated March 17, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice 
Grantham and common jury, London April 3 

The Great Western Ry Co v The Solihull Rural District Council appln of 
pltffs for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and ioteh, Sotek 
Zoe 18, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice Jelf & special jury, B gham 

pr 

Musgrave y Bentley appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict & judgt, dated 18, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice 

Lawrance and special jury, Leeds April 8 








Haley v Smith and ors ged gg! et dy, be 
verdict and jedst. dated March 22, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice 
Lawrance an ee Leeds April 10 

Francis and ors v The Scottish Im Insce Co appln of defts for judgt 
or new trial on appln from v and j , dated April 4, 1902, as 
trial before Mr Justice Kennedy and jal . Cardiff April 17 

Blake v Hitchchck, Williams, & Co. appln of pitff for judgt or new trial 
on appl from verdict and judgt, dated April 9, 1902, at trial before Mr 
Justice Ridley, ond special jury, Middlesex a 18 

Oates v Thomas Tilling 1d appln of defts for judgt or new trial on appl 
from verdict and judgt, dated April 16, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice 
Ridley and special jury, Middlesex —_ 22 

Attorney-Gen v The Gas Light & Coke Co (Revenue Side) appln of defts 
for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict & judgt, dated April 16, 1902, 
at trial before Mr Justice Ridley aud special jury, Middlesex April 24 

Gidumal v 8 J Tellery & Oo pein of defts for judgt or new trial on appl 
from verdict and judgt, dated April 21, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice 
Phillimore and common jury, Middlesex April 28 

Bull v The Mayor, &c, of Shoreditch appln of pltff for judgt or new 
trial on sppl from verdict and judgt, dated Jan 28, 1902, at trial before 
Mr Justice Phillimore and common jury, Middlesex April 28 

Ewens v Watkins appln of deft for jadgt or new on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated April 14, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice Philli- 
more and common jury, Middlesex April 28 

Wickham v Chester, Broome, & Griffithes appl of pltff for judgt or new 

. trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated 15, 1902, at trial 
before Mr Justice Lawrance and special jury, Middlesex April 29 

Stuart v Freeman appln of pitff for ju or new trial cn appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated April 14, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice Ridley 
and special jury, Middlesex May 3 

Ryland v Jackson appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated April 30, 1902, at, trial before Mr Justice Bruce 
and special jury, Middlesex May 7 Same v Brodie appln of pltff for 
judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated April 30, 1902, 
at trial before Mr Justice Bruce and special jury, Middlesex (con- 
solidated) May 7 

Bennett v The London & South-Western Ry Oo appln of deft Oo for 
judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated April 30, 1902, 
at trial before Mr Justice Grantham and special jury, May 7 

Eastey v Wood appln of-pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict 
pone judgt, dated May 1, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice Grantham and 
special jury, Middlesex May 9 

Lloyd v Woolland Bros a of defts for judgt or new trial on app’ from 
verdict and judgt, dated May 3, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice Bruce 
and special jury, Middlesex May 13 

Saseoon v Uzielli appln of deft for judgt or new trial on “ppl from 
verdict and judgt, dated April 22, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice Bigham 
and special jury, Middlesex May 13 

Morel Bros & Co ld v The Earl and Countess of Westmoreland appln of 
the Earl for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated 
May 9, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice Phillimore and common jury, 
Middlesex May 16 

Goff v Jones applin of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict 
and judgt, dated May 7, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice Phillimore and 
common jury, Middlesex May 16 

Collins v Norman & anr appln of deft tor judgt or new trial on appi 
from verdict and judgt, dated May 9, 1902, at trial before Mr Justice 
Bruce and special jury, Middlesex May 16 

FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(Interlocutory List.) 
1902. 


Owles v Foster & Taylor (Assignee) appl of deft from order of Mr Justice 
Bucknill, dated May 1, 1902 May 8 

Belcher v The Roedean School Site & wg ld “ppl of defts from order 
of Mr Justice Bucknill, dated May 12, 1 May 12 

In re an Arbitration between the Roedean School Site and Buildings and 
Belcher & ors appl of Roedean School Site & ors 1d from order of Mr 
Justice Bucknill, dated 12, 1902 May 13 

The Bayfisher Steamship Co ld v The Mersey Docks and Harbour Board 
appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Wills, dated May 8, 1902 May 16 

MacRae & ors v Graham taki enrmaintemenrion Mr Justice Buckaill, 

Reed’ + The Friendly Soa “ot Operative Ston and ppl of 

v The iety ve emasons ors @ 

defts, other than R E Saunders, from order of the Lord Chief Justice 
and Justices Darling & Channe!l, dated May 3,1902 May 16 

Empress of Gwalia v John William Taylor of deft from order of 
Mr Justice cna, Sates April 30,1902 May 16 

Pride of Gwalia v¥ John William Taylor appl of deft from order of Mr 
Justice Wright, dated April 30, 1902 May 16 

Cross (trading as Cross & Oross) v Corporation of Leeds appl of defts from 
order of Mr Justice Bucknill, dated May 14, 1902 May 16 

The King on the Prosecution of Jane Emma Smith v Howard and ors 
(Crown Side) appl of J E Smith from order of The Lord Chief Justice 
and Justices Darling and Channell, dated May 2, 1902 May 16 

The King, on, &c of t Collins v Same (Crown Side) appl from 

The King, a "y 1G nf Same (Crown Side) pl from 
e King, on, &c of ¢ v.Same wo ap same 
order as No 10 May 18 

The King, on, &c of Edwin Lawrence vy Same (Crown Side) appl from 
same asNol0 May 16 

The King, on, &c of Elizabeth Hack vSame (Crown Side) appl from same 

order as No 10 May 16 








574 


' THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 








June 14, 1902, 








The King, on, &c of Mary Ann Jones v Same (Crown Side) appl from 
eame order asNol0 May 16 

The King, on, &c of William Bonner v Same (Crown Side) appl from same 
order as No 10 May 16 

The King, on, &c of William Smart v Same (Crown Side) appl from same 
order as No19 May 1 

The King, on, &c of Albert Smith v Same (Crown Side) appl from same 
order as No10 May 16 

McIver & Oo ld v The Tate Steamersld appl of defts from order of Mr 
Justice Bigham, dated May 14, 1902 May 17 


From Country Courts. 
In re The Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897. 


1901. 


In the Matter, &c W E Jones (an infant) by William Williams next 
friend, applicant v Lawrence & Nicol, respts (Crown Side) appl of 
applicant from award of County Court (Lancashire, Liverp2ol), dated 
Jan 24, 1901 (restored) Feb 14 

In the Matter, &c Elizabeth Jarrett (the legal personal representative 
of W Jarrett, dec), applicant v The Ffoldan Oollieries Co ld, respts 
(Crown Side) appl of respts from award of County Court (Glamorgan- 
shire, Bridgend), dated May 24,1901 June 6 

In the Matter, &c Bryan Kenney, applicant v Herrison & Singleton, 
respts appl of respts from award of County Court (Durham, West 
Hartlepool), dated June 14, 1901 (restored) July 2 

In the Matter, &c Richard Perry, applicant v Joseph Baker & Sons, 
respts (Crown Side) appl of applicant from award of County Court 
(Middlesex, Marylebone), dated June 17, 1901 (security ordered July 2, 
1901) July6 

In the Matter, &c George Bartell, applicant v W Gray & OC», respts 
(Crown Side) appl of respts from award of County Court (Middlesex, 
Bow), dated July 10,1901 July 22 

In the Matter, &¢ John Henry Matthews, applicant v The Penrikyber 
Navigation Colliery Co ld, respts (Crown Side) appl of respts from 
award of County Court (Glamorganshire, Aberdare & Mountain Ash), 
dated July 8,1901 July 27 

In the Matter, &¢ Abraham McDougall, applicant v Holzapfel’s Com- 
position Co 1d, respts (Crown Side) appl of applicant from award of 
County Oourt (Lancashire, Liverpool), dated Sept 13, 1901 (security 
ordered Nov 11, 1901) Sept 24 

In the Matter, &c Morris, applicant v Darcy Lever Ooal Co 1d, respts, 
an@the Northern Employers’ Mutual Indemnity Co Id (insurers) (Crown 
Side) appl of insurers from award of County Court (Lancashire, Bolton), 
dated Sept 23,1901 Oct7 

In the Matter, &¢ Mary Eaton (widow), applicant v J E Edwards, respt 
(Crown Side) appl of respt from award of County Court (Denbighshire, 
Wrexham), dated Oct 2,1901 Oct 16 


1900. 


In the Matter, &c. Martha Losh, applicant v Richard Evans & Co ld, 
respts (Crown Side) appl of applicant from award of County Court 
(Lancashire, St Helens, Widnes), dated Jan 10, 1900 (restored March 
24, 1902) Jan 31 

1901. 


In the Matter, &c William Male, applicant v Nixon’s Navigation Co ld, 
ts (Crown Side) appl of respts from award of County Oourt 
(G shire, Mountain Ash), dated Sept 30,1901 Oct19 
Inthe Matter, &¢ Hannah Williams, applicant v Powell Duffryn Steam 
Coal Oo 1d respts (Crown Side) appl of respts from award of County 
Court (Monmouthshire, Tredegar), dated Oct 8,1901 Oct 25 
In the Matter, &c Charles Fletcher, applicant vy The London United 
Tramways ld, respts (Crown Side) appl of applicant from award of 
County Court (Middlesex, Brentford), dated Oct 25, 1901 Oct 25 
In the Matter, &c Eliza Olatworthy, applicant vy R & H Green 1d, respts 
(Crown Side) appl of respts from award of County Oourt (Middlesex, 
Bow), Oct 17,1901 Oct 26 
In the Matter, &¢ Thomas Needham, applicant v George Leeder, respt 
(Crown Side) appl of applicant from award of County Ocart (Durham, 
Poon dated Oct 11, 1901 (security ordered Nov 11,1901) Oct 30 
In the Matter, &c William Henry St George, applicant v The Lighting 
Corporation ld, respte (Crown Side) appeal of respts from award of 
yen Shes (Surrey, Croydon), dated Uct 15,1901 Novl 
In the ,&c Elizabeth Jane Fairey, applicant v John Rathe, respt 
Crown Side) appl of r from award of County Oourt (Chester, 
irkenhead), dated Oct 28,1901 Novl 
the Matter, &¢ Henry Armitage, applicant v The Lancashire and 
Yorkshire Railway Oo, respte (Crown Side) appl of respts from award 
of County Court (Lancashire, Manchester), dated Oct 21,1901 Nov 4 
In the Matter, & William Jobson McM » applicant v The Prince of 


Wales — Dock Oo. 1d, respts (Crown Side) appl of ts from 
— of ty Court (Glamorganshire, Swansea), dated Oct: 22, 1901 
ov 


In the Matter, &¢ Nancy Waby, applicant v The Sheffield Mineral 
Water dicate 1d, respte (Crown Side) appl of ite from award of 
County (Yorkshire, Sheffield), dated Oct 31,1901 Nov 11 

In the Matter, &« James Carney, applicant v Walter Scott & Middleton 
ld, respte (Crown Side) appl of applicant from award of Oounty 
Court (Yorkshire, Sheffield), dated t 24, 1901 (security ordered 
Dec 11, 1901) Nov 13 

In the Matter, &c Frederick Burnett, applicant vy The Drury Lane 

Theatre ld, respts (Crown Side) appl of respte from award of County 

Court ( 3 itch), dated Nov 15,1901 Nov 21 








In the Matter, &c _ Charles Goodwin, applicant v Scruttons 1d, respty 
(Crown Side) appl of applicant from award of Uounty Court (Keser, 
Grays), dated Nov 9, 1901 Nov 22 

In the Matter, &¢ George Hughes, the younger (by George Hughes, his 
father and next friend), applicant v The Lancashire & Yorkshire 
Co, respts (Crown Side) appli of applicant from award of Oounty Court 
(Lancashire, Manchester), dated Nov 4, 1901 Nov 23 

In the Matter, &c Thomas Redden, applicant v Siddal & Hilton 1d, 
respts (Crown Side) appl of applicant from award of County Oolrt 
(Yorkshire, Halifax), dated Nov 7, 1901 Nov 27 

In the Matter, &c Hannah Southern, applicant v The Abram Coal (bo, 
ld, respts (Crown Side) appl of respts from award of County Court 
(Lancashire, Wigan), dated Dec 3, 1901 Dec 18 

In the Matter, &¢ Samuel Kniverton, applicant v The Darcy Lever Ooal Qo, 
ld, and The Northern Employers’ Mutual Indemnity Co, 1d, respts (Crown 
Side) appl of insurers from award of County Oourt (Lancashire, Bolton), 
dated Dec 4,1901 Dec20 aa 


In the Matter, & Alexander Lee Isaacson and Annie Levy Isaacson, his 
wife, applicants v The New Grand, Clapham Junction, respts appl of 
applicant from award of Deputy of County Court (Westminster), dated 
Dec 16,1901 Jan1 

In the Matter, &¢ John Terrell Newman, applicant v The Mayor, &c of 
Southampton, respondents appl of respt from award of County Court 
sae dated Jan 24, 1902 (stay granted pending 
appeal e 

In the Matter, &c John Wall Holmes, applicant v The City of Birming.- 
ham Tramways Co ld, respts app! of applicant from award of County 
Court (Warwickshire, Birmingham), dated Jan 22,1902 Feb 7 

In the Matter, &¢ Jules Foxe, applicant v Charles Manzell, respt appl 
of applicant from award of County Court (Middlesex, Westminster), 
dated Jan 20, 1902 Feb 10 

In the Matter, &c Ellen Tansill, applicant v Evan William Howell, respt 
appl of respt from award of County Oourt (Herefordshire, Ross), dated 
Feb 1, 1902 Feb 14 

In the Matter, & - John Harrison, applicant v Mayor, Alderman and 
Burgesses of the Borough of Hartlepool, respts appl of applicant from 
on County Court (Durham, West Hartlepool), dated Jan 24, 1902 
Fe 

In the Matter, &c Charles Jewell, applicant v The Great Western Ry Oo, 
respts appl of respts from award of County Court (Glamorganshire, 
Cardiff), dated Feb 6, 1902 Feb 25 

In the Matter, &¢ Annie Maria Dunham, applicant v Joseph Clare, rerpt 
appl of applicant from award of County Court (Staffordshire, Walsall), 
dated Feb 12, 1902 March 3 

In the Matter, &c Harold Marshall, applicant v F W Rudeforth, respt 
appl of applicant from award of County Court (Yorkshire, Scarborough), 
dated Feb 18, 1902 March 7 

In the Matter, &c Kitty Hilder, applicant v Rock, Hawkins & —_ 
respts appl of respts from the award of County Court (Tunbridge Wells), 
dated Feb 20,1902 March 12 

In the Matter, &c Magdalen Rachel Collins (widow), applicant v Johneon 
& Oo and the Right Hon W St John Brodrick, Secretary of State for 
War, respts appl of respts from award of County Court (Kent, Woolwich), 
dated Feb 26,1902 March 18 

In the Matter, &¢ Mary Ann Hall, applicant v Tubes 1d, respts appl of 
applicant from award of County Oourt (Staffordshire, West Bromwich), 
dated March 14, 1802 March 24 

In the Matter, &¢ Evan Jones and Mary Jones, applicants v The Universal 
Steam Coal Co ld, respts appl of respts from award of County Oourt 
(Glamorganshire, Pontypridd), dated March 12,1902 March 25 

In the Matter, &c James Edmondson, applicant v The Mayor, 
Alderman, and Burgesses of the County Borough of Burnley, respts 
appl of respts from award of County Oourt (Lancashire, Buraley), 

ted March 20, 1902 April 10 : 

In the Matter, &c John Bond, applicant v Robert Neville Grenville, 
respt appl of applicant from award of County Court (Somerset- 
shire, Wells), dated March 25,1902 April 14 

In the Matter, &c Elizabeth Hill, applicant v The Norfolk Cold Storage 
and Ice Manufacturing Co ld, respts appl of respts from award of 
County Court (Norfolk, Great Yarmouth), dated April 10,1902 April 24 

In the Matter, &c Francis Morton & Co Jd, applicants v J W Woodward, 
respt appl of applicants to vary award of Couaty Court (Lancasbire, 
Liverpool), dated April 11,1902 April 29 

In the Matter, & Rachel Ashby, Applicant v Barlow & Jones 1d, respts 
appl of respts from award of County Court (Lancashire, Bolton), dated 
April 9, 1902 April 30 

In the Matter, &c J W Fenton, applicant v J Thorley & Co ld, res ts 
appl of applicant from award of County Oourt (Surrey, Wandsworth), 
dated April 28,1902 May 2 

In the Matter, &c Henry Thomas, applicant v Nixon’s Navigation Oo Id, 
respte appl of respts from aw of County Court (Glamorganshire, 
Aberdare, & Mountain Ash), dated April 4, 1902 May 3 

In the Matter, &c Isaac Jenkins, applicant v W. Robertson, respt app! 
of A gee from award of Oounty Court (Monmouthshire, Newport), 
dated April 17,1902. May 7 

In the Matter, & A E Burr, applicant v William Whiteley 1d, respte 
appl of applicant from award of County Court (Middlesex, Marylebone), 
dated May 1,1902 May 9 


N.B.—The above list contains Chancery, Palatine, and King’s Bench 
Final and Interlocutory Appeals set down to May 17, 1902. 
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Town 
ton), 








June 18 —Messrs. 


Jane 19.—Messrs, Stimson & Sons at the Mart, at 2:—Leasehold Properties 


June 14, 1902. 
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THE PROPERTY MART. 
SALE3 OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 


Jone 16.—Mesars. BuckLanp & fons, at the Mart, at 2:— Freehold Ground-rents of £633 
ertisement, 


annum. aera B. E. Blyth, Esq., LL.D,, Norwich. (See adv 


week, p. 3.) 
June oe Menus. Watton & Lze will offer at the Royal George Hotel, Rugby, at 2:— 
Northants (on the Borders of Leicestershire and Warwickshire, seven miles south -east 
of Rugby, 16 miles from Northampton, four miles from Daventry, two miles south 
of Kilsby Station, and 1} miles from Welton Station, on the L and N. WR. main 
line): The Residential and Sporting Property known as the Ashby St. Ledger’s 
Estate; rental value over £3,100 per annum. Solicitors, Messrs. Tyson & Hobson, 
Maryport Camberland. (See advertisement, May 31, p 8.) 

June 17. - Messrs. Desennam, Tewson, Farmer, & Brincewater, at ths Mart, at 2:— 
Honting Hill, Hackney, Islington, and Wandsworth: Freehold Ground-rents, 
amounting to £245 1s. annum, secured upon 40 houses. with reversions to the 
rack-rent als in from 81 to 65 years. Solicitor, G. M. Jameson, Esq., London.—Bails 
Pond-: : A fine Corner Block of Freehold Premises, compriting three ow 
and Dwelling-houses, near to three stations ; let at £155 per annum. 

Messrs. Hanbury, Whitting, & Co, London, —"The Rookery, De3jham: A Freehold 
Residestial Property, situate near the River Stour, about 8} miles from apdisigh. six 
from Colchester, and 12 from Ipswich Stations (G.E.R.), comprises a comfortable o'd 
style house, approached by a winding carriage drive, the total area beiog nearly 34 
acres; with possession. folicitors, Messrs. Upperton & Co., London — arlingh:m, 

gurrey : Two Freehold Building Sites, with front as of. 2. and 53ft, ‘3in. to 
Westhall-road. Solicitors, Messrs. Finnis & C>., L advertisements, May 


81, p. 3.) 

Bi Oakey, Fisuer, & Co., at the Mart, at 1:—Edgware-road, W. : 
Valuable Profit Rental of £271 per annum; term about18 years. Hampstead : No. 3, 
New subcsuee (Riversda'e), let on lease at £40 per annum, also Two Cottages 
adjoining, let together at £18 per anuum. Solicitors, Messrs Scadding & Bodkin, 
London (See adve:titements, May 31, p. 7) 


Jun: 18—Messrs. Dovatas Younae & Co., at the Mart, at 2:—Balbam: Freehold 


Properties, 14, 3, and 6, Ramsden-road, Bal » comprisiag two Shops and 
Messuages, and a substantia two-storied warehouse; let at £200 per anoum — 
Bermondsey : Three Freehold Weekly Houses; let at 123. per week each. Solicitors, 
Messrs Bayley, Adams, Hawker, & Noble, London —Guernsey, Channel Islands: 

Freehold Property, situate withia ‘three miles of 8t. Peter Port, and within a mile of 
the town and excellent ha bour of St Sampson’s, Solicitor, R. Barnes, Esq., London, 
(See adverti:ements, May 31, p. 5.) 


June 18.—Messrs. Epwix Fox & Bousrie.p, at the Mart, at 2:—Freehold Ground-rent of 


£190 per anaum (with valuable reverston), secured ry a a block of property, 
at Haverstock-hill, occupyiag a position close to the Chalk Farm Station; rental 
value £800 per anuum. Solicitors, Messrs, Evans, Foster, & Wadham, London. (see 
advertisemsnt, May 31, p. 6.) 

H, &. Foster & Cranrizxp (in conjunction with Messrs. Jamzs H. 
Norta & Co), at the Mart, at 2:—Kylemore Castle and Estate, in the heart of 
Connemara, County Galway, Ireland : Magnificent Freehold Domain, with 1,300 acres. 
The erection of the Caetle occupied a term of seven years, a@ sum estimated at 
close on half a million sterling was nn any SY on the | naan am the reclamation of tne 
land, «nd the laying out of the gardens and pleasure grounds, Solicitors, Messrs. 
Mackrell, Maton, Godlee, & Quincey, London ; Seee. Beldon & Ackroyd, Bradford, 

Yorks, (See advertisement, this week, back page.) 


» Jane.18 ~Mesers. Humpert & Fiint, at the aon at 2:—Surrey: The Bridley Manor 


Estate, situat2 in the parishes of Woking, Worplesdon, and Piroright Commons, three 
miles from Guildford and Woking. It embraces an area of ow 640 acres, includi 

the Residence known as Bridley Mancr. Solicitors, Messrs. R. 8, Taylor, Son, 
Sumbert London. (See advertisement, May 31. p 4) 


June 18.—Messrs, Rosert Tipry & Son, at ‘the Mart, at 2, in Tyr Lots :—Freehold 


Ground-rents, amounting to £434, in sums rangin from £5 to £13 per annua, t-tal 
tack-rental £2,300 per annum. Solicitors, Messrs. es, Blyth, fe ‘Abstable, go 
and Messrs. Underwood & Steel, Hereford. (S2e a ement, this week, back 


pags.) 
June 19.—Messrs H, E. Fostaz & Craxrizxp, at the Mart, at 2:— 


REVERSION 3: 
To Oae-fourth of Frezhold Ground-rents and Freehold Property, value £33,000 ; 
entlemen aged 64 and lady aged 68, Solicitors, Mossrs. Pearcs-Jones & Co, 


ondon 
To One-half of a Trust Fund, value £1,100, with Policy (see particulars), Solicitor 
Edward M. Lazarus, London. av ; : 
To £1,812 India 8} per cent. Stock; lady aged 58 
AN A ANNUITY oe 0, —_- during the te of of a ‘gentleman aged 47, with Policy. 
ridge, Esq 
A BEVENSIONARY AN ay of £100, payable toa gentleman born in 1855, on 
decease of lady born in 1827, with Policy. Solicitors, Messrs. Surman & 
Quekett, London. 
eues _ £200, £1,500, £1,500. So icitor, J. Moggridge, Esq., London. 
advertisements, this week, back page. 


(See 
Juse 19.—Messrs. CO. C. & T. "Moore, at the Mateta: :—Leytonstone : Freehold ye 


cose to the station, let at £30 per annum, Solicitors, Messrs. Rose-Innes, 8.n, & 
ae gy Leasehold Houses, which produce £85 16s. per annum. 
licitors, Messrs li & Gordon, London, —Clissold Park, N.: _A Family Residence, 
with gar'ens and convenient stabling, g and Idings, value £95 por 
snoum. Solicitors, Messrs. G. & W. Webb, London, (See advertisement, May 31, p. . .) 
@Ground- 
rents. Solicitors, Messrs. King, Wigg, & Oo, London.—Old Kent-road: Long 
Leasehold Shops, in the main road, Stabling,” &c., let upon repairing leases to 
responsiole tenants, producing £1,710 per annum; and 35 Houses, let weekly, 
eK, nearly £1, "400 per annum. So'icitors, Messrs. Hicklin, Washington, & Pas- 
more, 1, rinity-square, uthwark, (See advertisement, May 3 81, p. 6.) 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazetie,—Faipay, June 6, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liurrep uv CHANnomry. 





Atnowaara & Wyponn, Limrrep (tn Liquipation)~Creditora are required, on or bofors 


J mm to send in their namos and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
to Anning & Co, 78, Cheapside, solors for liquidator 


Oounry Gi. Ass Co, Limrrep—Creiitors are required, ou or before July 14, to send th-ir 


Dames and addresses, and tbe particulars of their debts or claims, to Joha Avdcew 
» 44, Dean st, Newcastle upon Tyne, Mather & Dickinsun, Newcastle upon 
Tyme, solora to liquidators 


Gnavs anv Disrator Unionist Civ », Liwvrep —Creditors are required, on or befo e June 


4%, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
& Asplia, Grays, solorsto liquidators 


Looxyer’s Parvare Hore. ©, bo a for windiog up, prezented ome 4, directed 
1.30. 


’ Reom at Bangor, June 16, at amberlaia «& 
tners, Notice of appearing must a. the above- 
e afternoon of June 14 


Wtnvnidunduin, lee for 
son, udno, solors for 
Samed not later than 6 o’clock in 


Loxpox axp Provincia Exeoraic Consravction Co, Liurtep—Petna for winding u 
ited June 4 directed to be heard June 17. Greenip & & So 5 | 1 and 2, George = 
Houss, sulora for petner. Notice of “Pp must 
Rot Inter than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of June 


reach the above-named 


snopes Views, james ie § for wind 
li & Deighton, Willies et ol 





Manaotp Paoro Works, Lumrzep—Creditors are require, on or before July lag haemo to send 
names atid addrerses, and the ars of their debts or claims, 
Scott, Bowling Green walk, Pitfleld 
Mount & Co, LiurrEp —Creditors are required, on or before July 15, to send their names 
and addresses, and the varticu'ars of their debts or claims, to Harry Day, 9, Foregate 
st, Woreester. F & H Corbett, Worcester, solors to liquidator 
Newcuvuace Suirrer Co, Limrtep —Creditors are aye on or before July 18, to send 
ir names and addre+ses, and the ot tae Gavi cr tees, to Sh Satur cs. 
Brewis, 60, King st, Manchester & Co, Manchester, solors for 
Norrotx Darty Stanparp Co, Lumrep —Ireditors are 
send names and addre:ses. and the Ts 0} 
Emanuel Soman, 8t Gi es st, Norwich tolawiiater 
Pxorograpnic Assovation, Liurrep -Peta for —s up, presanted Juae 3, directed to 
be heard June 17. Brown & Ayln, 2, Gresham b aga, Baatngbal st, solors for petner. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not than 6 o'closk in the after- 
noon of June 16 
County Patatixg or Lancaster. 


Wit. Biron, Junior, & Co, Luntrep—Oreditors are cousins, = the United Kingdom 
on or before June 30, out of the United ingdom within wo calendar months, to 
send their names and addresses, an‘ the of their doves or claims, to Alt 
Charles Mawson and Lonsdale Broderick 74, Gr 74, Great Tower st 

London Gazette.—Tuxspay, June 10. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luorep rm CHancery. 


presented June 6, directed to be heard 
June 24. Timbre’ 44, King William - solors for the Notice of 
qavses must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock the afternocn of 


E & 8 Jay, Lourep—Creditors are required, on or before July 24, to send their names 
and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to William Harris, 41, Moorgate 
st, Grundy & Co, Gresham st, solors to the liquidator 

Eayprian DEVELOPMENT SYNDICATE, ae are required, on or before 
sionday, Juty 21, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to William Arthur Smith, 696, Salisbury aa ‘Lenten Wall. Thompson, 
solor for the liquidator 

Germssy Fisneamen’s CLoTHine anv Ovtrittixe Co, pe eel for winding pF 4 
seated Juns 8, directed to be heard at Towa Hall, a nee hd at 12 o'clock on July 9, 
D.xon & Linnell, 24, Cross st, Manchester, solors for the pstners. Notice a eames 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of J' 

J. W. Nicuots & Co, Litirep— Jreditors are required, on or before July 6, , their 
names and addresses, oat raf oe pa of their debts or claims, to R. Hilditcb, West- 
minster chmbrs East parade, 8 

Sreamsuip Massoniz, Limrrep —Creditors are required, on or before July yy ane = 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
18 and 14, Abchurch In 

bya & Taytor, Loutep—Crediturs are required, on or before July 10, to send in their 

and and the particulars of thelc dobts or claims, t> Fred Boardal', 
Luddenden Foot 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Turspay, June 3. 
wane | gg Private yon Trent ee pte peo egies July5 Patrick 
deld, nr Winchester July July 1 Leonard vy Adams, 
Farwell, J Adams. 11, Bedford all 


Paowse, Wit L1aM, Paddi st, Marylebone, Ladies’ Tailor July 2 Prowse v S:eer 
and Prowse v Steer, Buckley, J + peo 42, New Broad st 


London Gazetie.—Fuipay, June 6. 
Epw a James SEAMAN, a Hall, Bedingfield, Suffolk, Farmer July 10 Heffer 


LEONARD, PATRICK aan Kerr: 


Edwards, Farwell, J Warnes, Eye 
Senean, Wi.t1aM, Lianfabon organ, Farmer July 1 Morgan v Morgan, Farwell, 
J 8 cnett, "The Ovurt Houss, Peete, 


itypridd 
Susscnean’ Weeam Roundhay, Leeds July 3 Sanderson vy Sanderson, Buckley, J 
Ford, 61, Albion at, Leeds 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICI. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Crara. 
London Gazetic,—Fripay, May 28. 


Assansos, powers, Throckley Marsh, nr Throckley, Northumberland, Farmer June li 
Wilkinson & Marshall, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Barrow, Rev Cuaistorues Brome, Bath Juae 3) Gill & Bush, Bath 

Basset, Matitpa Caronine, Wray ores, Tollingtoapk July 1 Holdsworth & Payne, 
Old Serjeants’ ina, Chancery In 

Boye, Epira, Twickenham Aug9 Woodhouse & Davidson, Lime st 

Bravy, Heynierra Jane, Chi Essex June 15 Court, Alderegate 

Brent, Crom, F3a, Bromley June 23 Irvine & Borro Crached Paar, pits In 

Davis, Witt1am Atraep, Marshwood, Dorset, Farmer June 2 & Gons 


Axminster 
Drerosz, Jonx, Denmark hill, Le ge A 4 | 1 King Cashes, Essex st, Strand 
Epwakps. ANNA Mania, Stratf 


Freuge, Cuartes, Handsworth, Yorks vat « On Sheffield 

Grirritas, Evven, Chariwood st Panlico uae 18 1s bs =! Bali: 

Hunt, Tuomas Witti4m, ——— Derby Potter, Bridge 

Laver, James, Liverpool, Pcnter June é “sasien & 0 Liverpool 

Luscomes, Ricnarp Prk, wee “ieee 2 Apps & Son, South eq, 


Gray's inn 
Naat, coun, ce on oe dog Apr ne ta, 
NrcHoison, Annis, Fuley, Yo: uly le 
Pain, Joun, Maryiebone * July 10 Bdwards & Sons, —— 1% , 
ILLIvs, Enrza, me, Dorset June 24 Trevanion & Co, Poole 
Rosrxson, Seeman Hor, “Henley on Thames May 31 Mercer & Blaker, Henley on 


Rooks, Forse Gexay, Weybridge, Barrister at Law June 28 Dawson & so. = Ay 
SPILLER, . ae Hvrcntyaoy, Se eee Solicitor June 21 & Son, 


Gresham 5 
Swarns, Joan, Bradford, Boo 
Tuowson, Hetxy, Wimbledon en a 
TroanaiLy, Mary mag Bath July 10 sore 


Unwin, Taomas Cauwoop, 

Vezix — apem, Dareneeth 
Wann, ‘arctan, “Walkley, 
WELsTEn, 


Sheffield 
Tuomas, Fulham Juoe2 Waller & Co, Coleman st 
Wirt ams, Anan, Lesanington June 21 ) Fy tL 


Bradford 
E'Uoy Gaon 


‘Troms, Sheffie’a 
a, Hipheute na June 20 Gresham & Co, Old 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES, 
London Gazette.—Fuipay, June 6, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
dng, & Soe Axspzew, Acton Brentford Pet June 3 


Autum, Orro, Swansea, Seaman’s Outfitter Swansea Pet 
Jane2 Ord Juve 2 
Axuitacz, Gzorce Sueritey, Huddersfield, Stove Grate 
Merchant Huddersfield Pet May 31 Ord May 3L 
Arxixson, THomas Monrruet, Ripley, Derby, Grocer’s 
Assistant Derby Pet June2 Ord June 2 
Buvay, Ress, . >) ee Watchmaker Cardiff Pet 


June3 Ord Ji 
a > Bs P, Fa oo High Court Pet May 8 Ord 


Bonp, Grorce, Thornton, nr Poulton le od a Lancs, 
Farmer Preston Pet June 2 O:d Jun 


Boors, Jonun Ruromarp, ~~. _ 
Huddersfield Pet June 4 Ord Jun 

ete Faasx, Norwich Gt Yarmouth Pet May 23 O:d 
une 


Braprorp, Mittox, Queen Victoria st, Solicitor High 
Court 
——— Henry Barss, Lancs, 


Pet Mar 25 Ord June2 
Jeweller 
arniey Pet June2 Ord June 2 


Nels)n, 
orough York Pet June 
Dyxs, CHARLzs jay Swansea, Grocer Pet 
June4 Ord June 4 
Evans, Isaac Bowen, Ebbw Vale, Mon, Newsagent 
Tredegar Pet June 2 Ord June2 
Gum, Josern, Bridgwater, Cycle Agent Bridgwater Pet 
y 30 Ord June 4 
aay, Wiustas James, Cardiff, Clerk Cardiff Pet Jun23 


Brown, te 
2 Ord June2 
Swanses 


Jane 
James, 


Hv , *- Whitley, Northumberland, Inmrance 
Newcastieooa Tyne Pet Jane3 OrdJune3 
Joxss, By 8 Senghenydd, Glam, Ironmonger Pontypridd 


y14 Ord June 3 

tamen Rosert SMALLWOoop, Dearham, Ou nberland, 
Grocer Workington Pet May17 Ord June 2 

MocDoxcuiz, Georce Watter, Hastings, Commercial 
Tra’ Hastings Pet Juae3 Ord Jane3 

Martruews, Jaues, Neth:ravon, Wilts Bath Pet June 4 
Ord June 4 

Nave, B K, Carlton mans, Maida —_ Law Student High 
Court Pst March 14 Ord June 4 

Newyaam, Sypney Cuanvzs, morgert, I of W, Baker 
Newgort Pet June4 Ord June 

Nose, Kicnaro Aiszst, Hanging Heaton, bad ve Sony, 
Butcher Wewsbuary Pet June2 Ord J 

Norrney, Witiiam, Ystrad “7 Gen, , 


pridd PetJune2 Ord June 
Parker, Jonx Henny, Derby, Painter. Derby Pet June 4 
P. Sy Paper bldgs, Temple High Court 
‘gicz, Ivon Srvart, per ‘emple mB) 
Pet March 25 Ord June4 4 is 


Proctor, Epwarp, Kingston upon Hull, ove Steward 
K ma upon Hull Pet June3 Ord Jun 

Prsz, Georce ALBERT, — Brake Pugeiter Cardiff 
Pet May 31 Ord May 31 

Reap, Grorce Wakes, Birmingham, Brush Manufac- 

ingham Pet June4 Ord June 4 

Bitsox, Joszpn, Park rd, Crouch Ead, Poster Printer 
High Court Pet May7 Ord June 4 

Go, ? &reruzn, Kilburn High Court Pet Jane4 Ord 


une 4 
Baizvps, gene. Percy, Burnley, Vanman Burnley Pet 


Jans3 Ord June3 

SuyrTH, ALLEN Bezant, Swefiling, pam, Drill Maker 
Ipswich Pet Jane4 Ord June 4 

Tamueaes Joux Gzorce, <a Lancs, Dyer Manchester 


Pet May 16 Ord June 3 
a Sauce. Witisam, Middlesbrough, Plasterer 
Middlesbrough Pet June3 Ord June 3 
Treruewey, Saucer James, Torquay, Builder Eszeter 
Wittram, Ambleside, Westmorland, 


Pet June4 O.dJune4 
Wuirenzav, Joux 
Grocer Kendal Pet June2 Ord June 2 
Wittats, Bewsamix Faepezicx, Norwich, Blind Manu- 
facturer Norwich PetJune3 Ord June 3 
Wiuu14ms, Janes, Cadoxtoa _ Barry, Glam, Grocer 
Cardiff PetJane3 Ord June3 
Wiseman, Gzonce Vincent, 8 4 Norfolk, Miller 
Yarmouth Pet June 4 
— Lace Dealer "Late Pet June 4 
Amended notice substituted for that eget in 
the London Gazette of May 
Hoiiasvs, Hesey, Cree Norwood, "biker Croydon 


Pet Mayl4 Urd May 
notice eu stituted for that pablished in 
London of May 23: 


the 
Bassett, y= ARTAU me Gt Grimsby, Butcher Gt 
Grimsby May 


Amenéed a. gm be for "hat eat in the 
London me a of June 3 
vans ABSALO; Cheetham, Manchester 
‘et May 14 Ord May 30 
OBDER RESCINDING RECEIVING ORDER. 
Ma ccousos, Daviv, The Tavistock Hotel, Covent Garden, 
Gent High C Court pct grate Beac June 4 


FIRST MEETINGS, 
AxuiTacz, Saeoes Suxritex, Huddersfield, Stove Grate 
Merchant June 14 at 11 Off Bec, 19, John William 


n, Bailder 


Ducone, 


st, 
Beanz, Cusurzs Hesxey, Shirley, Southa 
June 16at3 Off Bec, 172, High st, Sout pton 
— EJP, 8 denbam June l6ati2 Bank- 
bldgs. Ca Carey st 
Boor ous RKicnarp, Warehouseman 
June 14 at li Off Bee, 19, John Wi at, Hudders- 


| Sinem, Ques Victoria * Solicitor June 17 


cough June 16 at 1 


Bory’ hoc, the bed ve 


Cuirrorp, Harry Lewis, Rotherham, Yorks June 13 at 
11 Off aoe, Figtree In, Sheffield 
Cur GEroRGE PREpERIcK, Ripon, Yorks, Oarriage 
uilder June 18 at 12.30 Black Bull Hotel, Ripon 
Dav dons Shao Fish Dealer June 13at3 Off Rec, 


Downes, James, Wandsworth. alee Master June 16 at 12.30 
24, Railway app. London Bridge 

Evays, hy Tigi aay Mon, Carpenter June 13 at 3 
135, Hig! Merthyr Tydfil 

Foap, — phn Norwich, Watchmaker June 13 at 
12.30 Off Rec, 8, ig | st, Norwich 

Gray, Exizasera, Blyth, Northumberiand, Fruiterer June 
18 at 11.30 Off Rec, ‘30. Mosley st, Newcastle on Tene 

Haxrgison, JOHN WituaM, jua, Kingston upon Hull, Baker 
June 18 at 12 Off Rec, Trinity House in, Hull 

Hewerson, JoHn ANGELO, and Water Lameert, King- 
ston upon Hull, Timber Merchants June 13 at 11 
Off Rec, Trinity House In, Hull 

Hoixianps, Henny, Upper Norwood, Baker June 16 at 
11.30 24, Railway app, Londen Bridge 

Hossg11, Maxx, Masbrough, nr Rotherham, Boat Owner 
June 13at 11.30 Off Bec, Figtree ln, Sheffield 

Jones, Isapetta Wayne ne, ye Margate 
June 14 at12 Off Rec, 68, Castile st, FV an ge 


Koexkork, Freperick. King st, St James’, Fine a 
Deater June 16 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Car 
Kurver, Isaac, Mare st, Hackney June 17 at 12 - & 


ruptcy bldgs, Carey at 

LitrLewoop, Wittiam Manrsaarit, Gi Yarmouth, Pastry 
Sook June 18ati2 Off Rec, 8, Kinz st, Norwich 

Loosgy, Gustav, Shaftesbury ay June 13 at 230 Bank- 
_Tuptey bldgs, st 

MoUoncaig, woRGE Water, Hastisgs, Commercial 
Traveller June 17 at 11,30 County Court Offices, 24, 
Cambridge rd, Hastings 

Nostz, Ricnarp Hirst, Ch aasing Heaton, nr Dewabury, 
Butcher June 13 at3 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Batley 

Patmer, Apert Epwarp, Manchester, Cigar Merchant 
Jane 13 at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Pearson, Wittiam, Ashton on Mersey, Commission Agent 
June 13 at230 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Post, Joun Fretousr, Wroot, Ly Farmer June 13 at 
12 Off Ree, 

Pickerinc, Frank, Butten in Ashfield, Notts, Miner 
June 18 at 11.80 Off Ree, 4, Castle pl, Park st, 


Nottingham 
Roantrez, Tuomas Henry Lanpspowne, Middleham, 


Yorks, Harness Maker June 16 at 11.30 Court 
House, Northallerton 
Rocers, —_ Liverpool, Tailor’s Traveller June 16 


at 12 Off Ree, 35, Victoria at. Liverpool 

Scorr, hee Patrersox, Sunderland, Cab Proprietor 
June 13at3 Off Rec, 25, John st, Sunder 

Suyta, Attes Bezayt, Swefiling, Suffolk, Drill Maker 
June l3at2 Off Rec, 33, Princes st, Ipsw 

Tuomas, A D, Chandos st, Strand, Oleemstegeagh Operator 
June 16 at 2.3) Bankruptcy bidzs, hg | si 

Tuorne, Naruan Save, Chesham, Boot Manufac- 
turer June 13 at12 1, 8t aldate’s, 5 Datord 

Tuvrstox, Wittiam, Lowestoft, Smackowner June 13 at 
8 The Suffolk Hotel. Lowestoft 

Ticktz, Gitpert Younc, Freshfield, Lancs, Saw Mill 
Proprietor June 16 at 2 Off Rec, 85, Victoria st, 
Liverpool 

Waters, Gzorcz, Poatardula’s, Glam, Labourer June 
14ati1l Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Wa ton, Grorce Henny, Rothe ham, } ay June 13 at 
2.30 Off Rec, ee ia, Sheffield’ 

Wesr, Josera, . Notts, Painter June 13 at 11.45 
Off Rec, 4, Castle i Park st, Notiingham 

Wittoversy, Samva., eim cres, Notting Hill, 
Engineer June l6at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey si 


ADJUDICATIONS. 

Apamson, Gzorce Anprew, Acton Brentford Pet June 8 
Ord June 3 

Attum, Otro, Swansea, Seaman’s Outfitter Swansea 
Pet June2 Ord June 2 

Agwitace, Gzoucs Suertey, Huddersfield, Stove Grate 
Merchant Haddersfield Pet May 81 Ord May 31 

Arxinsox, Toouas Mosrpaert, Bipley, Grocer'’s Assistant 
Derby Pet June2 Ord June 2 

Bevay, Rees, Poatycymmer, Watchmaker Cardiff Pet 
June3 Ord Juse 3 

Bonn. GronaE, a nr Poulton le Fylde, Lincs 
Farmer Preston Pet June2 Ord Jun:2 

Boors, Joux Ricaagp, Hudders “saan Warehousemaa 

Huddersfield Pet June4 Ord June 

Bairacey, Hesgy Bares, Nelson, f~— ‘ Burnley Pet 
June2 Ord Jane 2 

mee ¥, mean Kaaresborough York PetJune2 Ord | 

une 2 

Burton, cs Magi, Lianrhaisdr, Montgomery, Siecosel | 
Victua Wrexham PetMay1 Ord June 3 

Carrer Sea Croydon, Fruiterer Croydon Pet May 
26 Ord May 29 

Crosstey, Lavra Verratt Oxford st, Sop Manufac'urer 










June 14, 1903, 

| Dears, pom James, Readiog, Baker RB 
May 18 Ord June $ atlog 

Dowsm, Sass, Seeteoeth, Job Master Waniswag 
May2 Ord June 3 

Duemore, Wittiam ABssALom, Cy Manchester 

Manchester Pet May 14 Ord June 

Evans, Isaac Bowery, Ebbw velo, ‘Mon, Newnngey 
Tredegar Pet June 2 a June 

Gavin, — Ma oti Manchest py 
May O-d June? — 

Gray, yo ns Blyth, Northum»erland, Fruite: 
Neweastle tleon Tyne Pet May 81 Ord Tune 8 

Gray, Ba James, Cardiff, Clerk Cardiff Pet Jun; 

une 3 
ae Isaac, Mare st, Hackney, High Court Pet May 
Ord June 2 

ne a. George Watrer, Hastiogs, Commeniy 
Traveller Hastings Pet June 3 Ora 3 June 8 

wa te James, Netheravon, Wilts Bath Pet June, 

Newnaau, eee Cuarixs, Newport, I cf W, Bake 
Newportand Ryde Pet June4 Ord June 4 

Noss, Ricaarp rst, Hanging > ml _Dewsbany, 

Butcher Dewsbury Pet June2 Ord J 

Norragy, Witiiam, Ystrad Rhondda, aia, ‘Laboue 

Pontypridd Pet June2 Ord June 4 


Proctor, Epwakrp, Kiagston upon Hull, Ship’s Steway 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Juae 3 Ord Jane 3 
Pyyz, GEORGE ALBERT, O pa, Brake Proprietor Oardif 
Pet May 81 Ord May 3 
Ruse, Jonun SamveEt, i. in Farness, Watchmaky 
Barrow in Furness Pet May17 Ord June 4 
Sanees, Sreruey, Hartland rd, Kilburn High Cot 
Pet June4 Ord June 4 
Sareips, Ricnarp Pearcy, Boies, Laundry Propricte 
Burnley Pet June3 Ord J 
Suytn, ALten Bzzant, Swelling, ‘Buffolk, Drill Make 
Ipswich Pet June 4 e 4 
Treprass, SamveL WILLIAM, TMtiddlesbrough, Plasterer 
brough Pet Jane 3 Ord June3 
Tretaeway, Samve. James, Tor rqUay, Builder Exetz 
Exeter Pet June4 Ord June 4 
Trick, Joun, —— Bailder High Court Pet Feb 
Ord June 2 
Waitreneap, Jouxn Wittiam, Ambleside, Westmorland, 
Grocer ‘Kendal Pet Juae2 Ord June 2 
Wituats, Bensamin Farepesicx, Norwich, Blind Mam 
faeturer Norwich Pet Juae3 Ord June 3 
Wiseman, Gzorce Vincent, St Margaret, Norfolk, Mile 
Gt Yarmouth Pet June4 Ord June 4 
vous | Leeds, Lace Dealer Leeds Pet Junei 
une 
Amended notices substituted for those a in 
the London Gazette of May 28 
Bassitt, Ricnharp Argruur, Gt eee, "Butcher G 
Grimsby Pet May8 Ord May 
Jenkins, Leysuon, Cwmbran, ie Machine Fitter 
Newport, Moo Pet May2i Ord May 21 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of May 27: 
a Hall Teab on Merch LTER ia 
upon ber ants togston 
upon Hull Pet May 22 Ord May 
Amended notices substituted for rw Published in the 
London Gazette of June 8 
Davy, JamEs wus S a Notts, Hatter Nottingham 
Pet May 31 ae Be 
MorrersHatt, Eanest, Nottingham, Lace Warehousemm 
Nottingham Pet May 81 Ord May 31 


London Gazetie.—Turspay, June 10, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Bacon, Francis Huau, Basingstoke, Brewer’s Manage 
Winchester Pet Juoe6 Ord J 47 8 


Baker, AnTuus, and Exxest Haray Baxen, Nottingham, 
Manchester Warehousemen Nottingham Pet Juneé 
Ord joer 6 


Borrenitt, AYRE, Leeds Leeds Pet June 6 On 
une 6 

Bowen, Hengy Frepesick, i Straw Hat Manufse- 
turer Luton Pet June 5 June 5 

BramE.p, WituiaM Gzorcz, Kingston on Hull, Cordial 
; ~ gael Kingston on Hull Pet Aprilia On 
une 5 

BurswaLt, Gzorcz Roverr, Newcastle on Tyne, Tem 





rance Hotel ol Proprietor Newcastle on Tyae Pa 
uoe5 Ord Jd ~ 
| Cawpery. J W, & Oo, Harringay, Builders Edmonte 
Pet March 27 Ord June 6 
| Ot May 8. Ord May 33 Cosham, Hants Portsmouth 
Pet May 
uox, Orro Ovip, + Mans'on House, Cirl 
Engineer High Oourt Pet Bay 12 Ord June 6 
Blacksmith 


Balford 


Donstan, Ce Praze, Fury, Cornwall, 
et June? Ord Jun 

Evans, Witiiam, Salford, Butcher's Manager 

Pet May 23 Ord June 6 


High ‘Court Pet May 29 Ord June 8 Foutsuam, Brzvor Joux, Gt Yarmouth, License 
Dzax, Josxra, Sutton within Macciesfield, Chester, Mineral | Victualler Gt Yarmouth Pet May 17 Ord June6 

Yuser Manufacturer Macclesfield Pet March’ 14 Ord | Fee, ee Marge te, Builder Canterbury Pet 

nne | ane une a 
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HILL’S 


EXTRA GOLD FLAKE 


CIGARETTES. 


NO PICTURES, but Best Quality Tobacco. EXCEPTIONAL VALUE. 
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Three purposes provided 


MERRYWEATHERS'’ 


COMBINATION OF APPARATUS FOR 


FIRE PROTECTION, 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING, 
and WATER SUPPLY. 


for at One Minimum Cost. 
Experienced Engineers sent to Survey at Mansions, Estates, and Villages. 





FOR 


« Chute’’ Fire Escapes, from 
Hydrant Systems, from ~ 


SPECIAL SPRINKLERS 





MERRYWEATHERS’ PORTABLE FIRE APPARATUS 
INDOOR PROTECTION. 
«London Brigade’’ Hand Fire Pump - 


(With which one person can attack a fire unaided, and by whic’ three-fourths of 
the fires in London are put out every year.) 


Pressure Augmentors for High Buildiogs where water 
service is at low pressure. 

FOR LIFT SHAFTS. 

Write for Pamphlets, post-free. 


MERRYWEATHERS, 63, Long Acre, W.C., LONDON. 


£5 5 0 


£5 0 0 
£30 0 0 








Getespay, Jutivs, Cannon st rd High Court Pct May 1 
Ord June 6 
Gr Waiien, Jute, Yorks, Joiner Bradford Pet 
s, Lower Sheringham, 


‘une 6 

Geanp, CHaRLEi Norfolk, Baker 
Norwich PetJuze7 Ord June 7 

Hiacs, Witiam, Penvgraig, Glam, Plumber Ponty pridd 
Pet Juneé6 Ord June 

Hiycacuirve ow ano, Dover, Engineer Canterbury Pet 
June4 Ord June 4 

Hintoy, Jonn Epwarp, Streatham, Draper Wandsworth 
Pet June5 Ord June 5 

Jazsoy, Branam, Gt Portland st, House Agent High 
Cours Pet April25 Ord June 6 

someone. Erin, +o Ladies’ Tailor York Pet 


une6 Ord June 
Wellington Somerset, Bcot Dealer 


Jouxs, Jamxs, 
Taunton Pet June 6 Cord June 6 


-Jouxsox, James ALrrEep, Gt Fr fil Blacksmith Gt 
Grimsb 


y PetJune4 Ord June 4 
Knuerrizy, James Montacuz, Holmfirth 
Carriege Builder Huddersfield Pet June 7 Ord 


June 4 
Neat, Faspansox WILuiam, Beondmayne , Dorset, 
Dorchester “yy 6 Oid Juneé 
er 


Epwarp 


Nicxarts, Wosuan = Nommich, 
Juneé Ord 
Nu AA, M, Fiymouh, Painter Plymouth Pet May 17 
Or 
Owss, AS ee Ironmonger Bangor Pet 


June5 Ord June 5 
i games, Honiton, Down, Labourer High 
Leeds PetJune5 0O.d 


Pet June5 Ord June 5 

Rou, di James, Leeds, Solicitor 

ace Hexen, and Bertsa Rosinson, ; — ae 
Milliners Huddersfield Pet June6é Ori June6é 

Scorr, James, Great Tower st, Wine Broker High Court 
Pet Aprill7 Ord June 5 

Suzruzep, Jauzs, Long Eaton, Date. Lace Manufacturer 
Derby Pet June5 Ord June 

Staaxty, Hzszr. Bloxwich, Btaits, Grocer Walsall Pet 
June5 Ord June5 

Svumzns, Saran Janz, Leicester, Refreshment h-use 

Pet June 6 ‘Ord June 6 
Tugea, Wituiam Dav a Bridgnorth, Salop Madeley Pet 
June4 Ord June 4 
Tuoatey, —— Ss ArTau me, tame a J Eaton, Derby, Saddler 
y Pet 
Tortowsxy, Isnaru heen “Nottingham, Lace Merchant 
Nottiogham Pet June3 Ord 

Warts, Eowanp. Blomfield 1d, Shepherd's Bush High 
Court Pet March5 Ord June 5 

Wao, | pene Batcher Aberdare Pet June 

‘une 5 

Woon, Frizasers, Posstatch, Lancs, Boot Maker Salford 
Pet Jone? Ord June 
Amended notice abn il for that Te in the 

London Gazette of May 30 

Pearson, Wissen, es =] upon =a 

Agent Manchester Pet April 25 Ord May 14 
Amended notice substituted for that publish ed in the 
London Gazette of June 6 : 


Reap, Groncz Waxrzn, orthiela, Worcester, Brush 
Manufacturer Birmingham Pet June 4 Ord June 4 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Fy, tee Ruskington, Liem Baker June 17 at 
Off Reo, 4 and 6, Weat st, Boston 





Awprew, Jonnx, and Wiiiiam Anprew, Oldham. Grocers 
une 20 at 1130 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Queen st 


Oldham 

Aystiz, Wiiti4m Bicuaro, Bridgen4t, Baker June 18 at 
12 417, St Mary st, Cardiff 

Baltey, Witiam Buicut, Birmingham, Grower June 23 
atll 174, Corporation st, Birmingham 

—_— i Leicester, Butcher June 17 at 1230 Off 

Berridge st, Leicester 

pe. Winans Croydon, — June 17 at 1130 
24, Bailway app, London Brid: 

Cawpery, J W, Co, Palatine rd, Stoke Newirgton, 

Bui'ders June 18 at 3 Room 76, Backruptcy bidgs, 


Carey st 
Comos, Orro Ovip, Priaces st, Mansion house, Civil 
eer June 19 at 2.30 Bankr bldgs, Carey st 
Gavin. Ann, Manchester, Confectioner June 18 at 280 


Byrom st, Manchester 
Greznwoop & Co, ig = Py Solicitors June 18 at 230 
Gruss, Josren Bexsamin, and Wittiam Henry Gevss, 
ere Frait ers 
— James, Norwich, r Junel7 at12 Off Rec, 


Kiog st, Norwich 

—, ew Ricuarp, Redditch. Watchmaker 
une 20 at 11 174, Corporation st, Birmi 

a CLirrorD ee ~ 


19at8 95, 
Huime, James, hith y, Morthemberiand, = 
June 17 at 1189 Off Rec, 30, Mos‘ey st, 


Newcastle on Tyne 
Jancourt, Eriex, H Ladies’ Tailor June 23 at 
12.30 Off Duncombe p!, York 
Jenkins, LrysHon, Machine Fitter 
June 18 at 11 Off Rec, Westgate chmbrs, Newport, 
Jouns James, Wellington, Somerset, Boot Dealer 
17 atl 6s, Hammet st, Taunton 


\ Of st, 

Kiwpercey, James Epmunp Mowracuz, Holmfirth, Yorks, 
Carriage Builder June 21 at 11 Off Rec, 19, John 
William st, Huddersfield 

Lawson, EuizaseTtH Reseccoa Granam, Brondesbury rd, 

Pe com June 19at12 Bankruptcy nee 

STER, BERT SmatLwoop, Dearbam, land, 
Grecer June 18 at 10.45 Court house, ockermouth 


Masxe.t, Henny, Hatfield saattela road Oak, 
Hesex. Organist J June 17 at 8 95, Temple chm_.rs, 
Tempio a 
Marruews, Janes, Netheravon, Wilts June 15 at 11.45 
Off Rec, 26. Baldwin st, Bristo 


Measuses, Watter Ricaanp, Chesterfield, Poultry 
Dealer June 17 at 12 Off Reo, 47, Full st, Derby 
— oy raved Rhonéd+, Labourer’ Juae 17 
at 1 st, Merthyr Tydal 
Pace, | OsBory Redland, Bristol June 18 at 
1.80 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 


™m 
sex June 


June 


pam pod , Collier Junellat 12 
185, High st, Merthyr a 
Pr cror, ginakit” K Huil, Silo’ Steward 
bh fumes oq Suse 18’ ah 200 OF ec, 4, 
une a . 
vilion bldge, Brighton 
Prk peck 4uuert, Cardiff, Brake Proprietor June 
18 at 12.3) 117, St "Mary st, Cardiff 
Rosixson, Heaven, and i Rosinson, Huddersfield, 
on June 2 at 11 Off Rio, 19, Joha William 
at, 

ERS Cheadle, Staffs, Watchmaker June 17 
Newcastle waar ims . ee 
ames, Farleigh, Warlingh'm, Surrey 

a, Railway app, London Bridge 





Spencer, Grorcz Hexzy, West Bromwich, Coal Merchant 
June 20 at 1.15 Bae eee Wact Bros wich 
TreTHEWweY. Save. James, Torquay, Builder June 20 
atll The Castle, Exeter 
Trices, Grorcs Bexsamix, King’s Cross, Pork Butcher 
‘June 17 at 12.80 24, Railway app, London Bridge 
Redhill, Draver June 16 at 11.30 


Cross, Insurance 
iy aise, Cutey a 
eymouth, Dairyman Jane 
Off Rec, Endless st, Salisbury 
Wuitrizip, Hexny Wess, 
Junelgsati2 184. 
Witiats, Bexsamin FRepgsicx. ‘ M 
facturer June 17 at 1230 Off Rec, 8, King at, 


Bp jute Sy Lp Glam, Grccer 
Wotrs, ot a, 2 Ay Lace Dealer June 17 
at ll Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 


Amended notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of June 3: 
T. ,T om ean Newport, Greengrocer June 11 
anet il 7 ‘Westgate chmbrs, Newport, Mon 
pensar nay 
Aspenson, Enyzst. Zeahetign, Engineer Tunbridge Wells 


bucket Pelt dita eingtske, Brewers Manage 
ACON, ancis Huer ewer's 
Winchester 2 


‘orwic 
Wittiams, James, 
dune 18 at 11 "iat 


Basingstoke, 
Pet June 6 Ord Juve 6 
Baker, Anruus, and Ernest Harry Baker, Nottingham, 
Marchester Warehousemen Nottingham Pet 


Juse 6 
Ord June 6 
Bearg, Crantes Henry, Southampton, Builder 
Pet May 14 June 6 
Leeds Pet June 6 Ord 


~~} ALERED, 
upe 
Bowen Henry Faep , Luton, Straw Hat Manufac- 
. turer ‘o Pet June § Ord June 6, 

RSSALL GrorGE Roper, 

o ance Hotel —_— ‘Rewcastle on Tyne het Fone 


5 Od June 5 
Cossixs, Wittiam, Cuddie Cheshire, saony Stable 
Keeper Crewe Pet May 9 Ord June 7 
Dop, Seat. Se Tushiogham, Cheshire Crewe Pet March 7 
June 7 
Dunstan, Ricwagp, oman, Eemeyt, n, Cornwall, Blackamith Truro 


Pet June 7 
Furustoy, ~¥ Afargate, Builder Can‘ebury Pet 


Nv 
Jane 5 une 5 
Ganz, tk. me Cycle Agent Bridgwater 
Pet May 80 Ord 
GiLL, 3 re ae. “Yorks, Mill Pruprietor Pet June 
Norfolk, Baker 


Hau, Joss Wriwa 
May 30 Ord June 6 
Hices, Gessan, Penyeraig. Glam, Plumber Pontypridd 
Pet June6 Ord J 


Hivcacuirrs, 7 Rowan, D icin: Engineer Canterbury 


Huan, Jaues, Whitey, 3 

ULME, JAMES, forthumberland, Ins 

; Newcastle * on Tyne Pet June 3. "Ord 
une 

Jaycovet, Errex, Harrogate, Ladies’ Tailor York Pet 
June6 Ord 


‘une 6 
Boot Dealer Taunton Pet 


com ty * — 

pm, James Autraep, Gt Grimsby, Blacksmith Gt 
Grimaby Pet June4 Ord June 4 

Kowmer.ey, Jauzs Epwunp Montacvus, Wolmfirth, Yorks 
Cerriage Builder Huddersfield "Pet June’ 7 Ord 

Lavsry, Joux, Newcastle on Tyne, Linoleum Merchant 
Ne ascastle upon Pet aad iv Ord June 4 

Loosey, Gustav, Southampton st High Court Pet April 
30 O.d June6é 

Mararws, Cuantes, Northwich, Saddler Crewe Pet 

N By” Broadmayne, 

RAL, EDERICK ILLIAM, 2 Dont, 

Licensed Victualler Dorchester Pet June 6 0 


June 6 
Nickais, WATER, jun, mam, Fishmonger Norwich 
Pet June 6 Ord June 


Owe, Ricuanp "Holyhead, Ironmonger Bang.r Pet 
use 
Ricuarps, James. Honiton, Devon, Labourer High Court 
Pet Jone5 Oni June 108 
ae ee Leeds Pet Jave 5 Ord 
Rosinson, Heiex, and Berrua Rosixsox, Hu 
ae By yt - Oe 
HEPHERD, AMES, 
turer ‘Derby ‘Pet June 6 Ord June 6 
Srewakp, oe =I Jam Provision Broker 
Pet April Ud June 5 


Summers, Sagan Jan » 
Keeger Leicester Juneé6 Ord June 6 
Tay or, Louisa Atma, Hanley, Auctioneeer Hanley Pet 
ls Ord June 5 
Unie Soueee, SER, Seeger Croydon Pet May 27 
une 
Wisse, oem, Shesten, Batcher Aberdare Poet June 
Ww : Eu ‘abet, Prstwich, Lanes, Boot Mak Salford 
‘oop, Eizas er 
Pet June? Ord J 


‘une 7 
Wrenn. tle —— * ee h Court 
Pet Feb 12 Qid J ee. 








Where dificulty is experienced in procuring the 
Soticirors’ JOURNAL with regularity it is 
requested that application be made direct to 
the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane. 
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SPECIAL Norich N CIGARETTE CONNOISSEURS, 


~~ 





&, ‘ 
Cigardtt es, 
Acknowledged by the whole Legal Profession to be 
the FINEST CIGARETTE ever produced. 


The “LEGAL ” Cigarettes are carefully rolled by hand by 
the most ced Cigarette makers. The Tobacco is 
most carefully blended to suit the taste of the best con- 
noisseurs, and are sold in erent kinds :— 
SPECIAL EGYPTIAN ey pA ‘ad 25 ; 3/6for 50 


and 7/- for 1 
EGYPTIAN BLEND No. i—1/- ae 18; 2/9 for 50; 
5/6 for 100. 


STRAIGHT CUT VIRGINIA-9d. for 20; 1/9 for 50; 
3/6 for 100. 


One of each of the “* Legal” Cigarettes will be sent post-free on 
receipt of name and address, Apply to— 


L. FIELDCOVITCH & CO., 


71 & 72, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1851. 
" CURRENT ACCOUNTS. 

on the minimum monthly balances, o 
© when not drawn below £100. oO 
2} 7. on Deposite, repayable on demand. 2} ‘I 
STOCKS AND SHARES, 
Stocks and Shares purchased and sold for customers. 
post-free. RA. VENSCROFT, Manager, 
Telephone No. 5 HouBorx. 
Telegraphic Address: ** Binxseck, Loxpoy.” 








‘buildings, Chancery-lane, London, W. c.? 
DEPOSIT ACCOUNTS. 
The BIRKBECK ALMANACK, with full particulars. 
FRANCIS 





PHENIX ASSURANCE CO., Ltd. 


PHGNIX FIRE OFFICE, 
ESTABLISHED 1782. 
Liberal and Prompt Settlements. 
S UJ N seniatadta ooo ORFIOR, 
40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 
BRAND & CO’S 
Prepared from finest ENGLISH MEATS 
MEAT JUICE, ée., 


49, Lombard Street, & 57, Charing Cross, London. 
Assured free of all Liability. 
SPECIALTIES 
ESSENCE OF BEEF, 








Electric Lighting Rules supplied. 
SUM INSU@ED EXCEEDS £460,000.000. 
For INVALIDS. 
BEEF TEA, 


& CO., LTD., MAYFAIR, W., & MAYPAIE | 
LONDON. 8.W. 


WORKS, VAUXHALL. LO! 





THE MOST NUTRITIOUS. 


ErPPS’S 


GRATEFUL—COMFORTING. 


COCOA 


BREAKFAST-SUPPER. 





Inebriety and the Abuse of Drugs. 


PLAS~YN-~DINAS, 
Dinas Mawddwy, Merionethshire, 
Wales, 


For Gentlemen of the Upper 
Classes only. 
Shooting—19,000 pe Fishing-9 mi'es Salmon, 

miles Trout. 
References— 
Dr. Geo, Savace, 3, Henrietta-street, Cavendish- 
._— London. 
Dr. D. Fensizr, 84, Cavendish-square, London, _ 
For Prospectus, Terms, &c,, apply to 
Dr. WALKER, J.P., 
Dinas Mawddwy. 


Treatment of INEBRIETY. 
DALRYMPLE HOME. 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
- aD wife the Act and privately. 
‘or Terms, apply 
gD’ HOGG, M.B.C.8., &e., 
Medical ‘Superintendent. 


INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 

Medical Attendant: ROBERT SEVESTRE, M.A., 

} co. Principal : H. M. Astoc - Soe. 

udy of Inebri Thirty years Experience. cellen 

Legal ond Maden! Refmenen, For terms and particulars 

apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 


THE INEBRIATES ACTS. 1879-99, & PRIVATELY. 


BUNTINGFORD HOUSE RETREAT, 
BUNTINGFORD, HERTS. 
UNDER ENTIRELY NEW MANAGEMEN2. 

For the Treatment and Care of Gentlemen suffering from 
Inebriety and Abuse of a. Healthy employment and 
recreations : Workshops, poultry farm, gardening, cricket, 
tennis, billiards, &c. Wine a acres of Grounds. Electric light 
throughout. Terms yn 23 Guineas weekly. No Extras. 

Apply to Resipeyt Mepicat SupeRinTENDENT. 

















ARTRIDGE-COOPER 


LAW STATIONERS. 
PRINTERS. LITHOGRAPHERS. 


PARCHMENTS 


Of the Finest Quality. Specially Selected 
Thick Skins. 


ALL PRINCIPAL SIZES IN STOCK, 
PLAIN, OR RULED & TEXTED. 





heittialian on “pplication 


191 & 192, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
ST. THOMAS’S HOSPITAL, S.B, 
NEEDS HELP. 

J. @. WAINWRIGHT, 
AW.—Experie: ced Managing Clerk (un- 
admitted) Desires Engagement ; Town or Country; 
Conveyancing, Chancery, Common Law, and General Liti- 


gation ; ac: without supervision; mansge branch office; 
highest references.—X. L , 116, Minard-road, Catford. 





Treasurer. 








AW.—To Buployers.— The Liverpool and 
District Association of Legal Assistants Supplies 
Clerks for all Branches of Legal Work.— D. R. Mippiz70s, 
8 tary, 6, mmer h 3, Lord-street, reet, Liverpool, 


LAY—4 City Solicitor (University man), 
in Practice, is open to make arrangements with a 
Young Solicitor Desiring to Commence Practice for Mutual 
Assis'ance and for the Use of Offices (one or more rooms), 
on terms of mutual convenience.—Address letters to Dux, 
care of Solicitors’ Law Stationery Society, 29, Walbrook, 


E.o. 











Owners generally of Freehold or Leasehold gpa 
for Sale in Town or Country can find an 
chaser by sending full —-* to Retirzp, 43, Pyrland- 
road, London, N. dition as to immaterial. 
Being actual purchaser, no commission required, 


The ee am, | a to 1900. 


BY 








Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the 
shortest notice. 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use. 


Sake CeRriricaTEs, by 2 mie ars &c., ved and 
printed. Orvriciat Seats d and executed. 


Solicitors’ Account Books, 


RICHARD FLINT & CO., 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 
49, FLEET STREET, af tek E.C. (corner of 
jeants 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 








NOW READY, SECOND EDITION. PRICE bs. 
A Practical Handbook to the Companies Acts, 
By Francis J. Gazey, of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at- Lav. 
Telephone: 602 Holborn. 


EDE AND SON 


ESTABLISHED 1689, 


Sadie. 


BY BPROCIAL APPOINTHEN18 
To H.M. THE KING and H.M. THE QUEEN. 
Robe Makers to the Lord Chancellor and Judges. 


ROBES FOR KING’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
COURT SUITS IN CLOTH AND VBLVET. 
Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town Clerks, 
Olerks of the Peace, and Coroners. 


CORPORATION AND UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, Ch CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 





COURT 
TAILORS. 


ROBE 
MAKERS, 





QOLICITORS, Mortgagees, Trustees, and | 





ANAGING CLERKSHIP Wanted (Lan- 
cashire) ; all-round experience ; age 31; moderate 
salary.—Y. M., 93, Chancery-lane, W.O. 


ANTED, Shorthand Clerk in a Solicitor’s 
Office as Personal Clerk to Partner; good know- 
ofa * sm cng A Costs and —— Business eee ne = 
ply by letter, giving ege, experience. si required, 
ab care of {Moore Osmond, 22, Ironmonger-lane, ro 


BogE- -KEEPER and CASHIER Requires 
Situation ; experienced ; competent in Accountancy 
and Kain’s Syetew ; good references; age 24.—Apply, 
A. B., care of Post Offics, Much Hadham, Herts. 


00k. -KEEPER, Kain’s System, Executors’ 
and Trustees’ Accounts, Desires Position in Bolici- 
Office. — Accounts, 20, Handel- 











tor’s or Accountant’s 
strcet, W.C. 


la SOLICITORS and Others.—Gentleman 
having secured Valuable Building Estate within 10 
mailes of London, is D of to Assist 

in Developing Financially.—FreeHoLpER, 60, Loftus-t0ad, 
Shepberd’s Bush. 


ADAME AUBERT’S GOVERNESS and 
SCHOOL AGENCY (Established 1880), 189 and 141, 
Regent-street, W.— Resident, Daily, and Visiting Gover 
nesses, Lady Professors and Teachers, Répétitri 
Chaperons, Companions, Lady Housekeepers (English a 
roe) S introduced for ’ British Isles and Abroad; Schools 
tional Homes recommended. 











June 14, 1902, - 





Special Advantages to Private Insurers. 
THE IMPERIAL uysvrance company 


uiurep. FIRE, 
Established 1808, 
Old Broad E.O., 22 Pall Mall, 8.W., ant 
Subscribed Capital, £1, 000; Paid-up, £300,000, 
Total Funds over ~y 500, 


= COZENS SMITH, ‘General Manager. 


ESSRS. HERRING, SON, & DAY, 
AUCTIONEERS, ESTATE AGENTS, VALUEBS, 

Sanitary and Mortgage Surveyors, 

IRONMONGER LANE, CHEAPSIDE, £.0., 
and 308, BRIXTON HILL, 8.W. 

(Established 1773.) 
Telephone Nos.—*' 5964 Bank,”’ ‘10 Streatham.” 
Telegrams 





—"' Oldest, London,” 


Funps 
YEARLY 





